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THE 


EVIDENCE 


. 


RESURRECTION 


Cleared; in Anſwer to the Ręſur- 
| rection Conſidered, &c. 


I. . * 
HE Confiderer introduces himſelf 
and his Book to the World, in a very 


extraordinary and pompous Manner. 
The Tryal of the Witneſſes had, it ſeems, 
gone through fen Editions unanſwered ; had 
(as he moſt ingeniouſly expreſſes himſelf) mi- 
raculouſly ſupported the Miracles of the Goſpel ; 
had gained an indiſputable Conqueſt, and reached 
the remoteſt Corners of Infidelity. What then 
was to be done in this Diſtreſs? Why he is 
called upon by his Friends to read it, and by 
his ardent Love to Truth, of anſiber it; and 
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Un. 
ſeems to think that all the Hopes of Infidelity 
center in him. | 

An Author of ſo much Vivacity, and ſo full 
of himſelf, can hardly be expected to keep the 
dull Road of Reaſoning ; his Wit will ſome- 
times run away with him. Hence it is that we 
meet with ſo much Pertneſs and Spirit in his 
Performance; hence proceed thoſe beautiful 
Expreſſions of miraculoufly ſupported the Mira- 
cles, the damnably bad Opinions of ſomebody 
or other; and the witty Conceit of introdu- 
cing Ghoſts in white Sheets and dark Lan- 
thorns d, into this ſerious. Argument. Of all 
which, and many others of equal Politeneſs, 
I take leave once for all, and give them up to 
be enjoyed by the Author and his Admirers, 
without Diſturbance. 

But I muſt needs commend this Author for 
the open and frank Declaration of his Princi- 
ples in reſpect to Religion. Some have pre- 
tended Friendſhip to the Goſpel, that they 
might the more ſucceſsfully undermine the 
Foundations of it; but this Author acts with 
more Bravery and more Honeſty. He ſays 
fairly, I: my Opinion great Fudgment and great 
Faith are ſuch Contradiftions that they ne- 
ver unite, ſo as to meet in one Perſon<, I dare 
ſay he did not make this Declaration upon any 
Suſpicion he had of his own Judgment, Again, 


> Firſt Edit. p. 43. Third Edit. p. 34. © Firſt 
Edit. p. 6. 
with 
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with reſpect to Miracles, he tells us, every rea! 
Miracle is an Abſurdity to common Senſe and 
” Underſtanding, and contrary to the Attributes of 
Cod“. 
After theſe expreſs Declarations one would 
wonder how this Author could propoſe him- 
ſelf to the World as a proper Perſon to make a 
fair Examination of the Evidence of the Re- 
ſurrection, which is both the greateſt Miracle, 
and the greateſt Article of the Chriſtian Faith. 
But he had his View in ſo doing, and has been 
ſo good as to acquaint us, what he propoſed by 
his Anſwer to the Trial of the Witneſſes; and 
he ſhall tell it himſelf. My Defign is to pro- 
* mote that Veneration for Wiſdom and Virtue, 
® which has been debaſed and degraded by Faith; 
* by a Faith which has not ſent Peace on Earth, 
* but a Sword —Where this fooliſh Faith bears 
Sway, the Tree of Knowledge produces damning 
Fruit; but under the benign Influence of George 
3 our King, in this glorious Day of Light and 
Liberty, this divine Hag and her pious Witch- 
+ crafts which were brought forth in Darkneſs 
and nouriſhed by Obſcurity, faint at the Ap- 
# proach of Day, and vaniſh upon Sight. 

The Faith which the Goſpel propoſes in 
Chrijt Feſus, the ever bleſſed Son of God, and 
the only Name under Heaven by which we 
may be ſaved, is here with an aſtoniſhing De- 


* Firſt Edit. p. 64. Third Edit. p. 52. *©* Firſt Edit. 
p. 88* Third Edit. p. 72. 


B 2 gree 


* a 
. — P ˙1 * 
. 
* 


— — 3 


Ly, W 
W—_—_ > * . 
- 


(4) 
gree of Impiety, called a divine Hag with pi- 
ous Witchcrafts, Unhappy Man! what could 
he mean by this? I pity him from my Heart. 
But what could he mean by abuſing the King, 
unleſs he had a Mind to ſhew, that he is juſt 
as good a Subject as he is a Chriſtian ? 

Every ſerious Man will read theſe Paſſages 
with Abhorrence; and they are a Warning to 
every Reader to be upon his Guard againſt the 
Repreſentations made of the Doctrines of the 
Goſpel, and the Evidences of Chriſtianity, by 
fo determined, and ſo inveterate an Enemy to 
both. 

But let us examine this Author in another 
reſpect. So little qualified was he to write an 
Anſwer to the Tryal! of the Witneſſes, that he 
did not underſtand it, when he publiſhed his 
Anſwer; but miſtook ſometimes the Objection 
for the Anſwer to the Objection, and ſome- 
times vice verſa; and aſcribed to the Author 
of the Trial the very Opinion he was confut- 
ing. A few Inſtances will explain my 


Meaning. 


At Page 4 {1/ Edit.) the Confiderer charges 
the Author of the Trya/ with founding Faith 
en Education, and writing in Favour of that 
Opinion. To ſupport this Charge he quotes 
from the Tryal the very Words that diſclaim 
that Opinion, The Words are What pre- 
vailed with thoſe who firſt received it (i. e. the 
Belief of the Reſurrection.) hey certainly did 
not follow the Examples of their Fathers, Here 

then 
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then is the Point; how did this Fact gain Credit 
in the World at firſt? Credit it has gained with- 


cut doubtf *Tis marvellous how the Conſi- 


derer could read, could tranſcribe theſe Words 
into his Book, and not feel that the Meaning 
and Intent of them was to lay the Force of 
Cuſtom and Education quite out of the Caſe, 
and to bring the Queſtion to reſt upon the ori- 
ginal Evidence of the Reſurrection at the firſt, 
before Cuſtom or Education could poſſibly 
have any Influence. It is hard to account for 
his Miſtake, but miſtake he does, and goes on 
for a Page or two together with great Tri- 
umph, reaſoning againſt this Phantom of his 
own raiſing. Then, ſays he, every Story that 
has gained Credit in the World, as this has done, 
7s alſo true; and concludes with this wiſe Say- 
ing, believing Truth for Company's Sake is no 
more meritorious than believing Error. But he 
has been ſo far aſhamed of this Blunder, as to 
drop the whole Paſſage, and his own Reaſon- 
ing upon it, in his new Edition, 

The Conſiderer (p. 5.) ſays, tis argued the 
Apoſtles were ſincere, therefore what they re- 
ported was true. He does not indeed directly 
charge the Author of the Tryal with arguing 
thus; but whomſoever he means to charge, 
he ſhows plainly, that he never underſtood the 
Uſe or Force of the Argument, drawn from 
the Topic of Sincerity ; which is never applied to 


r Tryal, p. 20. 
prove 
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=; that the fincere Reporter delivers nothing 

t Truth ; 225 he may be, and often is, im- 
poſed on himſelf; but is uſed merely to ſhow, 
that he is not a Deceiver himſelf, and acting 
with a Deſign to impoſe on others. The Con- 
derer has with great Succeſs encountered the 
Miſtake, which he imputes to ſomebody or 
other; but the only Thing he has made clear, 
1s, that he did: not know what he was writing 
about. But ſome kind Friend pointed out this 
Miſtake, and it diſappears upon the new 
Edition. 

The next Inſtance of this kind, with which 
I ſhall trouble the Reader, will hardly paſs 
for a Miſtake only. Whatever it is, it has re- 
ceived the Approbation of the Con/iderer's ſe- 
cond Thoughts, and found a Place in his new 
Edition. 

The Author of the Trial, or the Perſon 
deſigned by B in the Trial, repeats an Ob- 
jection, which A, the Pleader againſt the Re- 
ſurrection had inſiſted on. There is (ſays B, or 
the Author of the Trial) but one Obſervation 
more, which the Gentleman (i. e. A the Ob- 
jector to the Reſurrection) made under this 
Head. Jeſus, he ſays, referred to the Autho- 
rity of ancient Prophecies to prove, that the 
Meſſtas was to die and riſe again. The ancient 
Books referred to are extant, and no ſuch Pro- 
phecies, he ſays, are to be found. Now whether 
the Gentleman, (1. e. the Objector) can find 

| thoſe 
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(7) 
thoſe Prophecies or no, is not material to the 
preſent Queſtion 5, 

Is it not manifeſt to Sight, that thoſe Wards, 
« the ancient Books referred to are extant, 
« and no ſuch Prophecies to be found,” ex- 
preſs the Senſe and Opinion of the Objector to 
the Reſurrection ? But the Conſiderer charges it 
to the Author of the Tryal as his own Senti- 
ment, which he could not have done had he 
quoted the Paſſage fairly. For this Reaſon he 
has altered it, and left out all the Words which 
expreſsly refer the Opinion to the Objector. 
His Quotation ſtands thus, —The Author of the 
Trial ® (or Mr. B*) ſays that though Jeſus re- 
ferred to the Aathority of the ancient Prophe- 
cies to prove that the Meſſias was to die and 
riſe again; and that though the ancient Books 
referred to are extant, and no ſuch Prophecies 
to be found, whether the Prophecies can be found 
or no, it is not material to the preſent Queſtion. 

I ſhall leave the Conſiderer's fair Dealing to 
be tried upon a Compariſon with the Paſlage, 
as it ſtands in the Trya/, and as it is tranſcribed: 
into his Anſwer: And let him account to his 
Readers, as he can, for having fo groſsly im- 
poſed on them. 

The only Thing here properly to be charged 
on the Author of the Tryal, is expreſſed in 
thoſe Words, whether the Gentleman (7. e. the 
Objector) can find thoſe Prophecies or no, is not 


* Tryal, p. zo. b Firſt Edit. p. 20, Third Edit. 
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material to the preſent Queſtion. I think this is 
{aid very juſtly ; for ſurely Believers are not to 
wait for the Evidence of Prophecy, till Infi- 
dels can or will ſee it: and therefore whe- 
ther the Gentleman (the Objector) could find 
the Prophecies or no, was not material; and 
further, whether he could or not find the Pro- 
phecies, it was not material 70 the preſent Que- 
ion. The preſent Queſtion related to the 
Truth of the Reſurrection, conſidered merely 
as a Matter of Fact: And as Facts muſt be 
proved, not by Prophecy, but by hiſtorical Evi- 
dence, it was impertinent to talk of Prophecy, 
when the Enquiry concerned a mere Fact 
only. 

But the Confiderer, for want of Diſcernment, 
or ſomething elſe, ſays, it is granted the 225 
pet Hiſtori ans ſuzs reſt there are Propectes, 
which are not to be found in the Books they re- 
fer to; but this is ſuid not to be material. He 
leaves out the Words, 0 the preſent Queſtion, 
and goes on; Strange! is it not material, whe- 
ther what the Evangeliſis ſay be true or falſe? 
Whether this is a true or falſe Inſinuation- to 
countenance the Hiſtory? whether through Igno- 
rance they imagined there were Prophecies Which 
there were not, and ſo were deluded? and whe- 
ther through Deſi ign they ſuggeſted there were, 
and 0 deceived others * 7 Alf this is very well ; 
but before the Con/iderer can be entitled to the 


& Firſt Edit. p. 1. Third Edit. p. 14. 
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full Merit of it, he muſt ſhew what he is 
doing, and whom he means to confute. He 
appears to me to be hunting down nothing but 
a very great Blunder of his own, 

The Objector to the Truth of the Reſur- 
rection ſays, (Tryal, p. 14.) In other Caſes 
the Evidence ſupports the Credit of the Hiſtory, 
but here the Evidence itſelf 1s preſumed only upon 
the Credit which the Hiſtory has gained. The 
Conjiderer quotes the Words, and introduces 
them in this Manner, „ "Tis true that 27 
© other Caſes, &c*, and refers the Reader to 
the Tryal; as if the Words produced expreſſed 
the Senſe of the Author of the Tryal himſelf, 
The Confiderer was made ſenſible of this Mi- 
ſtake, and tho' the Paſſage ſtill ſtands, and very 
improperly, in his new Edition; yet he has ta- 
ken ſome Care to cover the Blunder, by drop- 
ping the Reference to the Tryal. 

But let us fee in other Inftances how fairly 
the Conſiderer deals. 
The Author of the Tyyal, to ſhew that the 
Fervs, in guarding the Sepulchre, betrayed a ſe- 
cret Conviction of the Truth of the Miracles, 

performed by Chr:/? in his Lifte-tune ſays, 


Tryal, p. 38. The Conſiderer quotes 

For had they been per- theſe Words thus: 
funded that he wrought -. They being perſua- 
no Wonders in his Life, ded he performed no Mi- 
I think they would not racles in his Life, were 
have C noi 


* Page 8. Firſt Edit. 
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have been afraid of ſee- 
ing any done by him after 
his Death. 

Again, p. 39. 

The Author of the Try- 
al, to ſhew the Incon- 
ſiſtency of MWoolfton's 
Scheme, ſays, 

Surely this is a moſt ſin- 
gular Caſe ; when the 
People thought him a 
Prophet, the chief Prieſts 
ſought to kill him, and 
thought his Death would 
put an End to his Pre- 
tenſions ; when they and 
the People had diſcovered 
Bim to be a Cheat, then 
' they thought him not ſafe, 
even when he was dead, 
but were afraid he fhould 
prove a true Prophet, 
and, according to his own 
Predition, riſe again. 


not afraid of ſeeing any 
done by him after his 
Death, 


Therefore that thev 
ſhould kill him, that his 
Death might put an End 
to all Pretenſious; yet 
think him not ſafe, when 
Be was dead is, I muſt 
own, a needleſs and pre- 
paſterous Fear, and & 
moſt ſingular Caſe, as the 
Gentleman (meaning 
the Author of the Tryal) 
rightly expreſſes it. 


By this artful Abuſe of the Language of the 
Tryal, he makes the Reader imagine, that he 
has convicted the author out of his own 


Mouth. 


Once more; amongſt other things amazing- 
ly afted, as he exprefles himſelf, the Confider- 
er © reckons this for one, that St. Matthew 


> Firſt Edit. p. 38. Third Edit, p. 29. © Firſt 
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ſhould be admitted as an Evidence in a Court, to 
prove a Fatt when he was abſent ; and for 
this amazing thing he refers the Reader to 
p. 42. of the Tryal. 

I thought it impoſſible, that the Author of 
the Trya! ſhould give any Handle for ſo im- 
pertinent an Objection to the Credit of St. Mat- 
thew. St. Matthew is an Hiſtorian, and who 
ever objected to an Hiſtorian, that he was not 
preſent at all the Tranſactions he reports? 


However I turned to the Trya/, p. 42. but 
not one Word is there about the Credit of 


St. Matthew; nor is it eaſy to diſcern what 


the Cynſiderer refers to without ſuppoſing him 
guilty of a great Blunder, and not to know 
the Difference between an Hiſtorian, and one 
produced as an Eye-Witneſs. 

The Author of the Tryal objects to the Cre- 


dibility of the Story made by the Guards of 
the Sepulchre, becauſe their own Relation 


tſhews they were aſleep, when the Things they 


related happened. And to this Purpoſe he ſays, 
1 would aſt the Gentleman whether he has any 
Authorities in Point, to ſhew that ever any 
Man was admitted as an Evidence in any Court, 
to prove a Fatt which happened when he was 


 afleep? This, I ſuppoſe, muſt be the Paſſage, 


upon the Strength of which the Author of 
the Trya/ is made a Party to the Objection 
againſt the Credit of St, Matthew; and it 
ſhews how well qualified the Confiderer is to 
determine on the Credit of the Goſpe] Hiſto- 

C 2 rians 
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rians, when he does not apprehend the plaineſt 
Thing relating to Evidence, what is neceſſary 
to give Credit to an Eye-Witneſs, and what to 
an Hiſtorian. | 

After theſe Inſtances, there is little Reaſon 
to expect from this Hand a judicious or a fair 
Anſwer to the Tryal. 

The Conſiderer ſeems to me to have ſet out 
at firſt, with a Deſign only to write againſt the 
Credit of the Reſurrection, as reported by the 
Evangeliſts; and that it was an After-Thought, 
and meant to give himſelf ſome Air of Im- 

rtance, to work up his Book into an Anſwer 
to the Tryal, It is plainly a Piece of Patch- 
Work, and has but little in it to entitle it to 
be called an Anſwer to the Tryal, Has he 
weighed the Arguments on both Sides of the 
Queſtion as ſtated in the Trya/, and ſhewed 
where the Author of the Tryal either diſſem- 
bled the Force of the Objection, or failed in the 
| Anſwer to it? Nothing like it. He does not 
ſo much as pretend it. He has found an eaſier 
Method of making an Appearance of an An- 
ſwer to the Tryal: ſome Paſſages taken inde- 
pendently of the Argument of which they are 
a Part, he has ſingled out to furniſh Matter 
of Controverſy : but as theſe were too few 
in Number to make a decent Appearance of 
Quotations from a Book, which he profeſſed 
to anſwer ; he has taken the Liberty to uſe the 
Language of the Trya/ to his own Purpoſe, 
and has diſtinguiſhed it by Halics, and referred 
| 5 - 


f 5 

the Reader to the Tryal, even where the 
Words by the Additions and Alterations made 
by the Conſiderer, are turned to a Senſe direct 


ly contrary to that, in which the Author of 


the Tryal uſed them. And by this little Art 
the Conſiderer appears to an unwary Reader to 
to be quoting and confuting tbe Tryal of the 
3 Witneſſes. 

As much as the Con/iderer has perverted, al- 
® tered, and miſapplyed the Paſſages he has ta- 
ken from the Trya/, it is nothing in Compa- 
riſon with his Abuſe of the Writers of the 
New Teſtament, whom he treats as Impoſtors 
and Cheats, and void even of Cunning to tell 
their own Story plauſibly. 

St. Matthew is charged with forging a Pro- 
2 phecy ; and Matthew, Mark, and Luke, with 
3 fraudulent Deſigns * ; and again, there is Reaſen, 
he ſays, 70 ſuſpect all the Predictions of it (i, e. 
the Reſurrection) inſerted in Matthew, Mark, 
and Luke, to be Forgery *, 

St. Matthew has given an Account of guard- 
ing and ſealing the Sepulchre ; the other Evan- 
geliſts ſay nothing of it. Upon this the Con- 
deren ſays, they tell different Stories*, How 
ſo? does a Man who ſays nothing of the Sto 
tell a different Story, or contradict the Story ? 
Ves, this is the Confiderer's Logic, and he ſays 
2 expreſsly, in a like Caſe, St, John Jays not a Mord 


A 
N 
9 


3 * Firſt Edit. p. 28. 31. Third Edit. p. 20. 23. Firſt 
Edit. p. 32. Third Edit. p. 4. * Firſt Edit. p. 36, 
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of it, but denies it alls. Upon this kind of | | 


Reaſoning, if it is Reaſoning, the Comſiderer 


charges all the four Evangeliſts with Forgery; 
and ſuppoſes that St. Matthew's Story being de- 
tected, Mark and Luke tell another; theirs be- 
ing alſo confuted, John comes and tells a Story 


different from all the reſt: And this vehement | 
Charge is founded in this only, that Mart, 


Luke, and Fohn fay nothing about it. 


At this rate how eaſily may all hiſtorical 1 
Facts be confuted ? It is but ſaying the Hiſto- 
ries are forged; and it requires no great Head, 


provided there be a good Face, to ſay it of any 


Hiſtory in the World. But there will be an 
Opportunity of examining this Fact of guard- 
ing the Sepulchre, and the Conſiderer's Rea- 


ſoning upon it, in what is to follow. 


But the Conſiderer, not content to charge 
the Evangeliſts with Forgery, has, to impoſe P 
on thoſe who will rely on his Word, forged * 
Things for them. John the Baptiſt ſays to the 


TFews, think not to ſay within your ſelves, we 
have Abraham to our Father, for I ſay unto 


you, that God is able of theſe Stones to raiſe up >» 


Children to Abraham”, Let us fee now how 
the Confiderer reports this Paſſage. His Words 


are, Some believe that Abſurdities and Contra- 
dlictions are poſſible to the Power of God; he can 1 

raiſe Children from the Loins of Abraham out wi 
of the Stones of the Street. He plainly faw 


r Firſt Edit. p. 32. Third Edit. p.23. Mat. ii. 9. 
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that the Paſſage, as it ſtood in St. Matthew, 

F # afforded no Colour for his Abuſe, and there- 
4 fore he adds, from the Loms of Abraham. I 
; 1 deſire the Reader to conſider whoſe F orgery 
© this is. 
At p. 67. of the firſt Edit. and p. 54. of 
the third, there occurs one of the moſt extra- 
t ordinary Paſlages that is any where to be found, 
„ and ſhews with what Conſcience the Confiderer 
applies Scripture to his Purpoſe. He is treating 
of the Aſcenſion, and endeavours to prove, 
that the Accounts given of it by the Evange- 
„ liſts do not agree. With reſpect to St. John, 
y he fays, John leaves us at all Uncertainties, 
n and ſays, Jeſus went, lie a wandring Jew, with- 
- Rout bidding them Good-by, the Lord knows where! 
Io ſupport this Remark he refers to John xx1. 
19, 20, Cc. The Caſe there is briefly this: 
Our Lord after his Reſurrection foretells to 
Peter, by wwhat Death he ſhall glorify God. St. 
Pele. enquires, what was to become of St. Fobn? 
Our Lord fays, if I will that be tarry 
ill I come, what is that to thee? Follow thou 
. i. e. What is it to you what becomes of 
him? Do you follow the Example I have ſet 
you, and g/rify God by your Death. One 
may ſometimes ſee what Handle People take 
to miſrepreſent Scripture ; but in this Inſtance 
1s dithcult to diſcern what could lead to this 
Fas Conceit, Could it be the Word follow? 
+ Follow me; did the Confiderer ſuppoſe him to 
nean wandring and rambling over the Wor * 
1 t 


(16) 


Tt can be nothing elſe. But does he ſuppoſe 1 
that no Diſciple can follow his Maſter, but 
by taking a Journey with him? I apprehend 7 
the Cynſiderer to be a Follower of Moolſton and 
the Moral Philoſopher, but I never enquired 
how far he travelled with them. ; 

Theſe Inſtances, which I have ſelected from 
many of the ſame Kind, will ſhew, how 
conſiderable and how fair an Adverfary this 3 
Gentleman is. I have brought them in one 
View, that they might not ſtand in the way, 
and divert us from attending to his Reaſoning ? 
againſt the Truth of the Reſurrection. 


IT. 


Before I come to the Points, which more 
immediately affect the Evidence of the Reſur- 


rection, I ſhall take Notice of one Remark Þ# C 
which the Con/iderer has dropt at the Cloſe of ( 
his Introduction, and which relates to the Cre- 9 
dit of Revelation in general. 11 

It had been obſerved in the Tryal, © that Reve- a 
c lation is by the common Conſent of Mankind #t 
« the very beſt Foundation of Religion, and 1 
therefore every Impoſtor pretends to it &.“ 
In anſwer to which the Conſiderer ſays, I con- 17 
ſeive that which is the Foundation of any, much | 
leſs of every falſe Religion, cannot be the _ | 0 


dation of the true \. What poor Sophiſtry is 
this! Cannot this great Confiderer ſee the Pit 


© Trial, p. 11. Firſt Ed. p. 17, Third Ed: p. 9. 
ference 


1 

ference between a real and a pretended Foun- 
dation? Let him try it in his own favourite 
virtue, Sincerity. Sincerity is by common 
* Conſent the very beſt Foundation of a good 
1d Character, and therefore all Knaves pretend to 


e 


ed it. Will the Cynſiderer in this Caſe ſay, that 
which is the Foundation of every bad Chara- 
m cer, cannot be the Foundation of a good one? 
It is to no Purpoſe to controvert ſuch Points; 
15 and I think this Paſſage from the Tryal was 
produced, only to give the Confiderer an Op- 
y> 2 portunity of entring into his darling common 
ng Place of abuſing Revelation, and drawing to- 


3 gether what has been retailed an hundred times 
over by all the little Traders in Infidelity, and 
has been as often anſwered to the Satisfaction 


Ye of all ſober Enquirers. 
ir- 3 The firſt Point that more directly affects the 
rk Credit of the Reſurrection, is the Nature and 
of Quality of the Evidence. The Con/iderer be- 
re- gins with complaining grievouſly, that all the 
Evidence is on the Side of the Reſurrection, 
ve- and that he can find none againſt it *, And 
ind this he thinks is a very hard Caſe upon him. 


nd "I the Reſurrection, ſays he, be a Fraud or the 
k. Evidence forged, what Books have we to prove 
on- it ſo"? This is indeed a hard Caſe. But if 

uch he ſhould take it into his Head to prove that 
un- 1 _ was not bo ns in the Senate-houſe, he 


; 
dif- = Firſt Edit. p. 7. Third Edit. p. . * Fiſt Edit 
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might begin with the ſame Complaint ;- for all. b 


the Evidence would be on one fide, and all 
againſt him, 

But he imagines there was anciently a, 
great Stock of Evidence againſt the T Folk 


of the Reſurrection, but that it has been. 


unhappily loſt or deſtroyed. JTis certain, 


he ſays, Books have been wrote by Porphyry, 1 
Celſus "and others, which contained what be 
0 briftians thought were beſt anſwered by ſtifling * 


and burning. It is well known from ſome Frag- 


ments of them in Origen, that they contradicted ; 


what is related in the Evangeliſisc. Who fur- 


niſhes the Confiderer with his Learning, I know 00 
not; but whoever he is, he has cheated him 
abominably. Fragments of Porphyry and Cel- © 
ſus in Origen! why Origen was dead before 
Porphyry ſet Pen to Paper. When Origen an- 


ſwered Celſus, Porphyry could not be above ſix- 


teen Years of Age, and not above twenty or 
twenty one when Origen died, I imagine by 
the Order in which he places them, that he 


took Porphyry to be older than Calls, and that 
Origen having wrote againſt Ce//zzs, could not 
but take notice of Porplyry too. But there 
was indeed about an hundred Years between 
Celſus and Porphyry. 

Porphyry and Celjus, he ſays, contradifted 
what is related in the Evangeliſts; and ſo does 


the Conſiderer too; but what then? Is the Cre- 


* Firſt Edit. p. 8. Third Edit. p. 5. 


LEY 


i 
* „ 
| e 5 
[ W 
et 
2, 
» 


(19) 
dit of any Hiſtory the worſe, becauſe it is 


| wantonly contradicted, without Evidence or 
Authority of any Sort to ſupport the Contra- 
| diction? The Confiderer, I ſuſpect, means to 


introduce Celſus and Porphyry, as Witneſſes 
againſt the Hiſtory of the Goſpel. If he does, 
he is miſtaken, They were juſt ſuch Witneſ- 
ſes againſt the Goſpel as he is; and for Want 
of Evidence to contradict the Evangeliſts, they 
were forced to rely upon the Difagreements, 
which they ſuppoſed were to be found in the 
ſeveral Accounts given by the Evangeliſts. 

Had there ever been good Evidence againſt 
the Goſpel Hiſtory, it could not have been 
loſt in Cz//us's Time, For Celſus lived at no 
great Diſtance from the Apoſtolic Age; at a 
Time when all Religions were tolerated but the 
Chriſtian; when no Evidence was ſtifled, no 
Books deſtroyed, but thoſe of Chriſtians. And 
vet Celſus laboured under the ſame Want of 
Evidence, as Wolffon and his Auxiliaries, and 
had the Goſpel only to ſearch (as Origen more 
than once obſerves) for Evidence againſt the 
Goſpel. A ſtrong Proof that there never had 
been Books of any Credit in the World, that 
queſtioned the Goſpel Facts, when fo ſpiteful 
and fo artful an Adverſary as Celſus made no 
Ute of them. f 

Celſus admits the Truth of Chriſt's Miracles. 
The Difference between him and Origen lies 


in the Manner of accounting for them; the 


one aſcribing them to the Power of God, the 
| D 2 :-- one 


other to the Power of Magic. So that if the 
Confiderer will ſtand to the Evidence of his -m 
Witneſs, the Queſtion will not be, whether 
the Miracles are true in Fact (for that is grant= 
ed on both Sides) but whether the Truth of 
the Miracles infers the divine Authority of the 3% 
Performer? Now can it be ſuppoſed that Cel- 
fas would have admitted the Miracles of Chriſt 
as real Facts, had he not been compelled to it 
by the uniyerſal Conſent of all Men in the Age 
he lived? | 
But why does the Conſiderer complain for 
Want of the Aſſiſtance of Celſus, and lead his 
Readers to imagine that the Books of Celſus 
were deſtroyed becauſe they could not be an- 
ſwered? Does he not know that there is hardly 
a plauſible Argument, produced by Moolſtan or 
himſelf, that is not borrowed from Cel/us ? The 
Truth is, that the Objections of Celſus are pre- 
ſerved, and preſerved in his own Language. 
Or:gen's Anſwer is not a general Reply to Cel- 
ſas, but a minute Examination of all his Ob- 
jections, even of thoſe which appeared to Ori- 
en moſt frivolous ; for his Friend Ambroſius, to 
whom he dedicates the Work, deſires him to 
omit nothing, In order to this Examination 
Origen ſtates the Objections of Celſus in his 
own Words; and that nothing might eſcape 
him, he takes them in the Order in which 
Celſus had placed them. Celſus then, as it hap- 
pens, is ſafe; and the Confiderer needs not lap 


ment over him any more. 
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The Caſe of Porphyry is different; there is 
little remaining of him, but ſome diſperſed 
Fragments to be found in Euſebius and Jerom. 
However this is certain from the Account re- 
maining of him, that he had no Evidence 
againſt the Goſpel Hiſtory, but what the Goſ- 
pel itſelf furniſhed ; in which he thought he 
ſaw, or pretended to ſee, Contradiction. How 
indeed ſhould he have any other Evidence, 
when Celſus had no other, who lived ſo much 
nearer the Apoſtolic Age, than he did ? 

If the Conſiderer is laying in a Stock of Evi- 
dence on the Antichriſtian Side, he may put 
down in his Lift the Emperor Julian and the 
Talmudic Books of the Jews, together with 
ſome others, whoſe Evidence, ſuch as it is, is 
ſtill in being. Here then are Witneſſes againſt 
the Apoſtles, the moſt determined Enemies 
that Chriſtianity ever had; and yet the Conſi- 
derer will find no Reaſon to thank them for 
their Evidence. They agree with Celſus in ad- 
mitting the Miracles, and ſo in truth ſerve on- 
ly to ſupport that Cauſe, which they meant to 
deſtroy. | | 

The Caſe then ſtanding thus, the Confiderer 
muſt be .content to follow the Steps of his 
great Leaders, and fearch the Goſpel for Ob- 
jections againſt the Goſpel. This, is another 
Hardihip and the Subject of another Complaint, 
17 the Reſurrection be a Fraud or the Evidence 


Jorged, what Books have <we 10 prove it jo? Can 


it be expected that an equitatle Tſſuc ſhould be 
ebtained 


( 22 ) 
ebtained from what may be fairly reaſoned out 
of their own Report“? — If the Confiderer had 
no better Hopes, why did he trouble himſelf 
and the World? Did he propoſe, becauſe no- 
thing could be farrly reaſoned out of the Goſ- 
, to reaſon ſomething out of it unfairly? 
He has indeed done ſo; but did not, I ſuppoſe, 
mean to give Warning of it. 

But this is not the Whole of his Com- 
plaint. Can that, ſays he, be eſteemed a fair 
Tryal, where the Evi dences are only on one fide 
the Queſtion *, Sc. Why not? was full and 
clear Evidence ever rejected, becauſe there was 
no Evidence to be produced againſt it? 'The 
Caſe muſt always be ſo where the Truth 1s 
notorious. The main Facts relating to our Sa- 
viour were as public and as well known in Ju- 
dæa and the neighbouring Countries, when the 
Goſpels were publiſhed, as the Coroaation of 
Henry VIII. was known in his Time in Eng- 
land; and if the Confiderer has a Mind to call 
that Fact in Queſtion, he will find the Wit- 
neſſes all on one fide. 

He goes on. To find the Truth of a Caſe by 
the Teftimony of partial Evidence combined 
againſt it, muſt be owned to be a difficult 


Taſk *. 


«* Firſt Edit. p. 9. Third Edit. p. 6. © Firſt Edit. 
p. 7. Third Edit. p. 5. f Firſt Edit. p. 9. Third 
Edit. p. 6. 
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In the firſt Place, how does he know the 
Witneſſes are partial? it is not a Thing to be 
taken for granted; and Proof he brings none. 
I imagine he ſuppoſes every Witneſs to be par- 
tial to the Side for which he gives Evidence ; 
and if fo, then every faithful Witneſs to Truth 
is a partial Evidence; and the more fincerely 
concerned for the Truth, the more partial 
till. 

Secondly, Why does he call the Evangeliſts 
combined Witneſſes? Is it not the Purpoſe and 
Drift of his whole Book, to ſhew them con- 
tradicting one another in almoſt every Inſtance ? 
How then were they combined together ? Was 
it part of their Agreement to contradict one 
another ? Why did he not tell us what was 
their View in combining together? We know 
that they were oppreſſed by Jews and Hea- 
thens, that they atteſted the Truth of the 
Facts they delivered at the Peril of their Lives 
daily, and at laſt died miſerably and violently 
in Confirmation of the Truth, You ſee what 
their Combination tended to! | | 

Another Queſtion the Canſiderer has choſen 
to debate, is about the Nature of Chriſt's King- 
dom. It very little concerns the Reſurrection, 
but we muſt take it in our Way. Many Paſſa- 
ges i are produced from the Tryal, all ſpeaking 
to this Effect; „That Jeſus did not pretend 
to a temporal Kingdom; and that he expound- 


e Firſt Edit. p. 13. Cc. Third Edit. p. 7. 
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te ed the ancient Prophecies relating to the 
« Mc/jias, in a different Manner than his 
«« Countrymen did, who expected a temporal 
« Prince for their Meſſias. Among theſe 
otations ſome are taken out of the Mouth 
of the Pleader againſt the Reſurrection, and 
aſcribed to the Author of the Trya/; but this 
happens ſo frequently, that it would be endleſs 
to take Notice of it, as often as it occurs. But 
let us ſee to what Purpoſe theſe Paſſages are 
produced, | 
It was a Part of JVool/ton's Scheme, to charge 
Chriſt with a ſecret Deſign of getting tempo- 
ral Power, notwithſtanding he openly diſ- 
avowed all ſuch Pretenſions. In anſwer to this 
the Author of the Tryal ſhewed, from the 
uniform Character and Conduct of Jeſus, that 
Moolſton's Notion was void of all Colour of 
Support. Does the Confiderer now enter into 
the Argument, as it ſtands in the Trya/? No. 
But he takes the Paſſages independently of the 
Argument, of which they are a Part; and 
thinks that taken by themſelves they are not 
true. Be it ſo; what then does it ſignify to 
the Fact of the Reſurrection which he was todiſ- 
prove? Why all this Parade of many Quotations 
from the Trya/, ſince they do not relate to the 
Point in Diſpute ? Some good Friend, I ſu- 
ſpect, had aſked the Conſiderer theſe Queſtions 
which he conld not anſwer ; and tho' he was 
unwilling to part with ſo many Quotations at- 
once, yet, to ptevent the ſame Queſtions being 
aſked 
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. 
Le him again, he has in his new Edition 

Feonfefied, that be this (i. e. the ancient Pro- 
phecies of the Kingdom) myſticallyj or condi- 
Fionally true, it concerns not the Reſurrection. 
Per let not Truth be denied. 

Well then; the Credit of the Reſurrection 
s ſo far ſafe. But he thinks it not true, that 
cbriſt declined temporal Power; and Truth 
3-7 not be denied. He goes on to produce Pro- 
Wphecies, that God would give him the Throne of 
s Father David, and ſays, that he was called 
= Kng of Iſrael, King of the Jews, and rebuked 
not hoſe who gave him the Title. And why 
X ſhould he rebuke them, ſince he claimed that 
Title, and never denied that he was King of 
the Jews? But the Conſiderer ſeems not to 
knov that there never was a Queſtion between 
3 Jews and Chriſtians, whether Jeſiss was, or 
2X pretended to be, a temporal Prince, Both ſides 
agree that he neither was nor pretended to be. 
But the Queſtion was and is, whether, accord- 
3 Jing to ancient Prophecy, the Meſſias was to be 
a temporal Prince. Had not the Prophets de- 
* clared him to be a great Prince, there would 
5 have been no Diſpute whether he was to be a 
emporal or a ſpiritual Prince. Quoting there- 
fore theſe Prophecies will not determine the 
Queſtion; for the Doubt is not, Whether there 


are ſuch Prophecies or no? But what is the 


Meaning of them ? 


* Third Edit. p. 8. 
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The Conſiderer ſays, that Jeſus was commortly a 8 
called King of the Jews, only he had not te 


K! ngaom ; ; therefore when he was about to ſuffer * | 


for it, he found it was not of this World, 
This Confeſſion he prudently made at a proper 


Time, tho it had not the Effet to ſave bi: 
Life b. d. After what has already appeared of 
this Author's Spirit, it is in vain to complain 
of the Impiety of this Charge of Fraud and 
Deceit upon our Bleſſed Saviour. There is one 
to whom he muſt anſwer for it. In the mean 
time, how will he anſwer to reaſonable En- 
quirers the Diſingenuity of concealing, that 
Teſus, ſo far from denying himſelf to be the 
King of the Jews, confeſſed it before Pilate ©? 2? 
And as to the Nature of this Kingdom he de- 
clared it t to be of this World. With what 


Conſcience now does the Confiderer aſk, how it 


appears by any thing recorded, that Jeſus ex- 
plained away the ingly Office of of the Maſſius? 


Explain it away! No. He inſiſted on it to the 
laſt, But if he means to ask, whether Fe/as 
ever explained away the temporal Kingdom ; 
it 1s manifeſt from every Part and every Cir- 
cumitance of his Life, that he never claimed 
it. If he means to ask, whether Jeſus ever ex- 
plained the Nature of the Kingdom of the Meſſi- 
as; what more is wanting than his Confeſſion to 
Pilate, that he was King of the Fews, and that 


b Firſt Edit. p. 15. Third Edit. p. 8. 
© Matt. xxix, 11. Mark xv. 2. Luke xxiii. 3. John 
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his Kingdom was not of this World? Was it 
4 not ſufficiently declaring, that the ancient Pro- 


phecies, which foretold the Kingdom of the 


; Meſſias, did not mean a temporal Kingdom? 
47 


But if Chriſt did not pretend to temporal 
Power, the Confiderer ſays, why was the Go- 
verument alarmed and Jeſus looked on as a Perſon 


dangerous to the State, who was the beſt Friend 


of among the Jews the Roman Government had, to 


8 preſerve the People from enthufiaſtic Seditions? 
ibis be true, it was the worſt Policy in the 
World for the Romans to put him to Deal e. 
The Confiderer here has by chance deviated in- 
to more Truth than he was aware of. Teſas 


was indeed the very Perſon proper to preſerve 


the People from enthuſiaſtic Seditions, and ſo 
far a Friend to the Roman Government. But 
who told him the Roman Government was 


1 alarmed ? why he has it from the Tryal; but 
according to Cuſtom has taken the Objector's 


Words, for the Words of the Author of the 


Z Tryal. And the Confiderer would not have 


argued upon this Suppoſition, had he attended 
in the leaſt to the Goſpel Hiſtory. Where 
does he read that the Roman Government was 
alarmed, and thought Jeſus a Perſon dange- 
rous to the State > Where does he find that the 
Roman Government perſecuted him to Death ? 
The Jeu Government indeed did: but 


Pilate came unwillingly into their Meaſures, 


* Firſt Edit. p. 14. Third Edit. p. 7. 
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and conſented not to his Death, till overborn 
by Clamour and Sedition. 3 
What the Confiderer had in view in this 
confuſed Diſcourſe about Chriſt's Kingdom, 1 
cannot gueſs, He ſeems to think Jeſus under- 
ſtood the Prophecies to relate to a temporal 
Kingdom, and in conſequence claimed it, and 
that he did not renounce a Kingdom of this * 
World, till driven to it by Deſpair and Neceſ-— 
fity. But where did he learn this Secret? not 
from the Goſpel Hiſtory, nor yet from any 
Enemies of the Goſpel, whether Jews or Hea- 
thens; who never have charged TFe/us with 8 
ſetting up for temporal Power. he eus 
object to him the Want of temporal Power, 
which they imagine their Meſſias is to exerciſe 
in the fulleſt Extent, but never accuſe him for 
pretending to it. One would imagine it im- 
poſſible for any one, who had read the four 
Goſpels or any one of them, to entertain this 
Conceit. | 3 

Look into the Goſpel ; every Page will 
afford a Proof that Feſus, though he claimed 
to be the King of the Fews foretold in the an- 
cient Prophets, yet he diſclaimed all temporal 
Power and Greatneſs. When one of the 
Scribes offered to become his Diſciple, what | 
Encouragement did he find? Poſſibly this Scribe 
might conceive Hopes of having a Share 
in the temporal Kingdom, which he and his 
Countrymen expected. But our Lord unde- 
ceives him, and tells him, ze Foxes have Holes, 
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and the Birds of the Air have Neſts, but the 
Son of Man hath not where to lay bis Head. 
When our Lord ſent out his twelve Diſci- 
les, he orders them expreſsly io preach, ſay- 
ing, the Kingdom of Heaven is at band s. In 
order then to eſtabliſh this Kingdom, what 
Power does he give them? were they to iſſue 
out Proclamations notifying that the victorious 
Prince was come, and calling upon all his Sub- 
jects to arm, and to attend him? Nothing leſs. 
He gives them Power againſt unclean Spirits, 
and to heal all Diſeaſes b. But as to their Con- 
dition in this World, he tells them, they ſhould 
be brought before Governors for his Sake, and 
be hated of all Men*; and adviſes them for 
their Safety, when perſecuted in one City to flee 
to another l. Are theſe Proofs of his claiming 
temporal Power ? 
r 2 In like Manner, and with like Commiſſion, 
is be ſent out the ſeventy Diſciples. They re- 


turn with great Joy and relate to him their 
Il 3 Succeſs: Lord, even the Devils are ſulject to 
d 3 ws thro thy Name. And he ſaid unto them, I be- 
- * bheldSatanas Lightning, fall from Heaven”: You 
l 7 fee it was the Kingdom of Satan he came to 
e deſtroy, and not the Kingdom of C2/ar. 
t 2 The Apoſtles were in the ſame Miſtake with 


the reſt of their Countrymen, and expected a 
temporal Kingdom; and the Sons of Zebedee 


Matt. viii. 20. © Ibid. x. 7. . i I8. 
* Mat. x. 23, z. »Le . 27, 18. 
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were early Solicitors to be firſt Miniſters, Our 


Lord corrects their Error, and tells them his 
Kingdom was a very different Thing from 


the Kingdoms of the World. Ze know that 


they which are accounted to rule over the Gen- 


tiles, exerciſe Lordſhip over them—But fo it 


fhall not be among you ; but whoſoever would be 


great among you, ſhall be your Miniſter v. ; 
The Con/iderer thinks no regard is to be 
had to our Lord's Confeſſion before Plate, 
Let us ſee then whether he had not made the 
ſame Declaration to the Rulers of the Jes be- 
fore, and when he was in no immediate Danger. 


The Rulers of the Fews very well knew, 


that Feſus claimed to be King of the Jews 
foretold by the ancient Prophets; and being 
poſſeſſed with an Opinion that their wiſhed for 
King was to be a temporal Prince, they were 
greatly ſcandalized at his Pretenſions to be 
King of the Jeus, in whom they could diſco- 
ver no Power or Inclination to deliver them 
from the Roman Yoke, They determine there- 
fore to put him to the Proof, and to force 
him either to declare againſt the Raman Govern- 
ment, or to renounce his Pretenſions to the 
Kingdom of T1/rael, The Phariſees and He- 
rodians addreſs him with profound Reſpect, 
the better to cover their enſnaring Queſtion: 
Maſter, wwe know that thou art true, and teach- 
eſt the Way of God in Truth, neither careſt 


thou 


(32) 
thou for any Man, for thou regardeſt not the 
Perſon of Men. Tell us therefore «what thinke/t 
thou ? Is it lawful to give Tribute to Cæſar or 
not? Had our Lord declared againſt the Ro- 
man Power, they would have had Matter of 
Accuſation againſt him. Had he declared for 
it, he would in their Opinion have renounced 
his Claim to be King of the Jews, and given 
them an Opportunity of inflaming the People 
againſt him, who could not bear the Thought, 
that the King of the Jews ſhould, be ſubject 
to the King of the Romans. But he perceived 
their Wickedneſs and ſaid, Shew me tbe Tribute 
Money. When they ſhewed a Penny, he ask- 
ed, Whoſe is this Image and Superſcription ? 
They ſay unto him Czſar's. Then ſaith he unto 
them, Render therefore unto Cæſar the Things 
that are Cæſar's, and unto God the Things that 
are God's, Could a clearer Anſwer be given 
to ſhew, that the Kingdom to be ſet up by 
God, and the Kingdom of Cæſar were conſiſt- 
ent together, without interfering with each 
other, ſince the Jews might pay Obedience to 
both, without offending either? And if the 
Kingdom to be ſet up by God according to an- 
cient Prophecies, was to ſubmit to the King- 
dom of Cz/ar, it is manifeſt it could not be a 
temporal Kingdom; nor the Prince of that 
Kingdom ſuch a victorious Prince as the Scribes 
and Phariſees expected. Is not then this An- 


© Mat. xxii. 16, 17. 
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(32) 
ſwer to the Phariſees and Herodians: the very 
fame Thing with our Lord's Confeſſion before 
Pilate, That he was indeed King of the Jews, 
but his Kingdom was not of this World. | 

I will refer the Reader but to one Paſſage 
more on this Head. In Matt. xxi. our Lord, 
in a Parable, ſhews the Rulers of the Jeus, 
that the Kingdom they expected, would, for 
their wicked and obſtinate Behaviour, be taken 
rom them: an hard Leſſon for them to learn, 
who expected to conquer the World, when 
once their Kingdom was come! It is ſaid ex- 
preſsly, V 4.5. that the chief Prieſts and Phari- 
fees perceived that be ſpake of them, and ſought 
to lay Hands on him. 

The Author of the Tryal had faid that 

eſus fell into Diſgrace with his Countrymen, 
and ſuffered for oppoſing their Notions of a 
victorious Meſias. To which the Confiderer 
ſays, I believe it cannot be proved that Jeſus 


ſuffered for this Cauſe v. Very conciſe! but 


what Conceit muſt he have of his own Opi- 
nion, if he thinks it ought to paſs without 
Proof for a ſufficient Anſwer to ſuch Evi- 
dence ? 

The next Queſtion ſtarted by the Confaderer 
is, Whether Chriſt foretold his own Death 


« and Reſurrection 2; and he is willing to 


think he did not ; but for no other Reaton that 


? Firſt Edit. p. 13. Third Edit. p. 7. 1 Firſt Edit. 
p. 20. Third Edit. p. 14. 
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1 can find, but becauſe the Author of the 


q Tryal aſſerts that he did. The Conſiderer had 
4 1 Te before, that the Conqueſt the Tryal 


(1.38: 


ſeems to have over Mr. Woolſton, was occaſioned 
4 his granting too much; and he is determin- 


4 Fcd to avoid this Fault, and to grant nothing. 
= am not ſure, lays he, that Jeſus did foretell 
bis own Death and Refurrettion, only that the 
Evangeliſis ſay he did; nor that be referred to 


the Authority of ancient Prophecies, to prove that 


8 be Meſſias was to die and riſe again, only that 


Tread ſod. What does all this amount to? 
Has he not manifeſtly given up this Point to 
the Author of the Trya/? for what did that 
Author undertake more than to ſhew from 
the Evangeliſts, that Chriſt foretold his Death 
and Reſurrection? and the Confiderer admits 
that the Evangeliſts indeed tell him ſo. One 
would think now the Diſpute over. No: the 


= Confaderer will not take their Word. Well then; 


what Proof has he to the contrary? None; he 


E pretends to none; but is determined not to believe 
them. I admire at his Modeſty in calling his Book 
gan Anſwer to the Tryal only; he might with 


gas good Reaſon have called it, an Anſwer to 
all that ever was, or ever will be publiſhed in 
Defence of Chriſtianity ; for all depends on 


3 the Credit of the Goſpel Hiſtory. 


But he ſays, the Evangeliſts report Prophe- 


* Firſt and third Edit. p. 10. b Firſt Edit. p. 20, 
Third Edir. p. 14. 
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( 34 ) 


cies Which were never delivered; and this he f 8 
proves from the Conceſſion of the Author of 8 
But this Piece of Management. 


the. Tryal, 
(hardly to be called by ſo ſoft a Name as a 


Miſtake) has been taken notice of before, to 4 


which I refer the Reader . 


Let us then examine this Queſtion, Whether 


Chriſt foretold his Death and Reſurrection? 


1. The Confiderer maintains that the chief 1 
Prieſts and Rulers of the Fews never heard of 


any Prediction of the Death and Reſurrection. 


of Chrift, and hence infers, that they had no 
Pretence for guarding the Sepulchre, and con- 
ſequently that the Account given by St. Mat- 
thew of guarding and ſealing the Sepulchre is 


all Forgery ©, 


2. He admits that Chri/t five times fore- 
told his Death and Reſurrection to his Diſci- 
ples, and that in ſo plain a Manner, that it 
was impoſſible for them not to underſtand him 
clearly. But it appearing in the Hiſtory of 


the Goſpel, that they did not underſtand him, 
he infers there were no ſuch Predictions, but 
that they are mere Forgery d. 

As he allows the five Predictions to the 
Diſciples to be clear and expreſs, there is no- 
thing wanting under this Head, but to account 


for what is faid in the Goſpel, that the Diſci- 


© Pape 6, Cc. 
Edit. p. 24. 31. 
p. 24. 


4 Firſt Edit. p. 32. 40. Third 
* Firſt Edit. p. 32. Third Edit. 
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9 
Z ples did not underſtand what was ſaid to them, 
which will be conſidered in due Time. 
= As to the Jews, whether they had any 
FF reaſon to apprehend that Chri/t might proba- 
I bly prove a true Prophet, and rife from the 
dead, muſt appear not only from the Pre- 
I dictions ſaid to be given them, but from what 
they could not avoid knowing, the many Mira- 
cles done in his Life Time; for it is the Cha- 
X racer of the Perſon in this Caſe, that pives 
Weight to the Prediction. The Author of 
the Tryal put it on this Foot. It muſt ne- 
ceſſarily be that they had diſcovered ſome- 
« thing in the Life and Actions of Cbriſt, 
« which raiſed this Jealouſy, and made them 
c liſten-to a Prophecy in this Caſe, which in 
« any other they would have deſpiſed. — For 
« had the Fews been perſuaded that he per- 
« formed no Wonders in his Life, they would 
% not have been afraid of ſeeing any done 
« by him after his Death f. 

The Confiderer, in Anſwer to this Reaſon- 
ing, reſorts in the firſt place to his uſual 
Charge, that the Account given of the Appre- 
henſion the Fews were under, and their Con- 
ern to guard the Sepulchre, is all Forgery. 
ze But out of this forged Account he has taken 


tao Words, which paſs with him for authen- 2 
it tic Hiſtory, The Jeus ſay unto Pilate, Sir, 5 
ve remember that Decerver ſaid, while he was yet : 


! Tryal, p. 38. 
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cies Which were never delivered; and this he | 4 
proves from the Conceſſion of the Author of | 
the Tryal, But this Piece of Management. 
(hardly to be called by ſo ſoft a Name as a 
Miſtake) has been taken notice of before, to 
which I refer the Reader e. 4 

Let us then examine this Queſtion, Whether 
Chriſt foretold his Death and Reſurrection? 3 

1. The Confiderer maintains that the chief 
Prieſts and Rulers of the Jews never heard of 
any Prediction of the Death and Reſurrection 
of Chriſt, and hence infers, that they had no 
Pretence for guarding the Sepulchre, and con- 
ſequently that the Account given by St. Mat- 
tber of guarding and ſealing the Sepulchre is 
all Forgery . 4 

2. He admits that Chrift five times fore- 
told his Death and Reſurrection to his Diſci- 
ples, and that in ſo plain a Manner, that it 
was impoſſible tor them not to underſtand him 
clearly. But it appearing in the Hiſtory of 
the Goſpel, that they did not underſtand him, 
he infers there were no ſuch Predictions, but 
that they are mere Forgery 9. 4 

As he allows the tive Predictions to the 
Diſciples to be clear and expreſs, there is no- 
thing wanting under this Head, but to account 


for what 1s faid i in the Goſpel, that the Diſci- 


© Page 6, &c. «* Firſt Edit. p. 32. 40. Third 3 
Edit. p. 24. 31. * Firſt Edit. p. 32. Third Edit. 
p. 24. 
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les did not underſtand what was ſaid to them, 
1 I hich will be conſidered in due Time. 

1 As to the Jeus, whether they had any 
of reaſon to apprehend that Chri/t might proba- 
nt. I bly prove a true Prophet, and rife from the 


a dead, muſt appear not only from the Pre- 
to dictions faid to be given them, but from what 

they could not avoid knowing, the many Mira- 
Cr cles done in his Life Time; for it is the Cha- 


FX racer of the Perſon in this Caſe, that gives 
ef Weight to the Prediction. The Author of 
of 3 the Tryal put it on this Foot, It muſt ne- 
n „ ceſfarily be that they had diſcovered ſome- 
no thing in the Life and Actions of Chr#f, 
n- # © which raiſed this Jealouſy, and made them 
- * liſten to a Prophecy in this Cafe, which in 
is * any other they would have deſpiſed. — For 

had the Jets been perſuaded that he per- 
e- formed no Wonders in his Life, they would 
i- not have been afraid of ſeeing any done 
it „ by him after his Death *.” 

n 3 The Confiderer, in Anſwer to this Reaſon- 
F ing, reſorts in the firſt place to his uſual 
Charge, that the Account given of the Appre- 
it Hhenſion the Fews were under, and their Con- 

Cern to guard the Sepulchre, is all Forgery. 
e But out of this forged Account he has taken 
- tao Words, which paſs with him for authen- 
t tic Hiſtory, The TFews ſay unto Pate, Sir, 
- 3 we remember that Decetver ſaid, wwhile he was yet 


' Trial, p. 38. 
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636) 
alive, After three Days I will riſe again. Now 


the Confiderer ſays, the Jeus never applica M | 
to Pilate; but the whole Relation, every 
Word of it is a Cheat——excepting only the 
Words that Deceiver ; and from thence he 
argues thus. The chief . Prieſts and Phariſees 


belicved Teſus to be a Deceiver, if we take their 


Opinion from their own Words, viz. We remem- 


ber that Deceiver ſaid é. From this lame, 
crippled,. and at beſt miſrepreſented Piece of 


Hiſtory, the Confiderer draws a Conſequence i 
which is to ſtand againſt the united Authority 3 


of all the Goſpels, via. that the Fews were per- 
ſuaded he performed no Wonders in his Life", 


What now is to be done? muſt I tranſcribe 


great Part of the Goſpels to confute ſo ſhame- 
leſs an Aſſertion? I would hope that no Chri- 


{tian is ſo unacquainted with the Hiſtory of | 


Chri/t, as to want any Aſſiſtance in this Caſe. 
But however, to give Satisfaction to all, who 
are willing to receive it, I will produce ſome 
tew Paſlages, in which the Scribes, Phariſees, 
and chief Prieſts themſelves, were either Eye- 
witneſſes of the Miracles, or appear fully ac- 
quainted with them, 

Upon our Lord's firſt Appearance, and heal- 
ing all manner of Diſeaſes among the People, 
pris Fame went through all Syria—and there fol- 


5 Firſt Edit. p. 37. and to the ſame Purpoſe, Third 
Edit. P. 29. 
> Firſt Edit. p. 38. Third Edit. p. 29. 
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( 37) 
lowed him great Multitudes of People from Ga- 
lilee, and from Decapolis, and from Feruſalem, 
and from Fudea, and from beyond Fordan ', Is 
it poſſible when all the Country was thus 
alarmed with the Miracles, that the chief 
Prieſts and Rulers ſhould be the only Perſons 
unacquainted with them? Many of his Mi- 
racles were performed in public Places of Re- 
ſort, in Preſence of the Scribes and Pharijees, 
and they took Counſel againſt him, how they might 
deſtroy him". But ſo far were they from de- 
nying that Miracles were wrought, that they 
endeavour to account for them; this Fellow 
doth not caſt out Devils, but by Beelgebub the 
Prince of the Devils', In the very Temple it- 
ſelf the Blind and the Lame came to him, and he 
healed them. And it follows immediately, 
when the chief Prieſts and Phariſees ſaw the 
wonderful Things that he did they were ſore diſ- 


pleaſed. When our Lord healed the blind Man, 


who ſat begging by the Way, the Phariſees had 
the blind Man before them and his Parents 
alſo, and examined them ſtrictly as to his 
miraculous Cure”, And after all their Enquiry 
they were forced to admit the 'Truth of the Mi- 
cles, however unwilling they were to admit 
the divine Power of Jeſus. The Scribes were 
Witneſſes to the Cure wrought upon one fick 
of the Palſy, in the Preſence of a great Mul- 


Matt. iv. 23, Sc. * Matt. xii. 10, Cc. Ib. 
y 24. * Matt. xxi. 14. John ix. 
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(638) 
titude w. When Lazarus was raiſed from the 
Dead, the chief Prieſts and Phariſees debate 
in Council, what was to be done upon it: 
What do we, for this Man doth many Mi- 
racles n? 

It would be endleſs to produce all the Paſſa- 
ges of Scripture that ſpeak to the ſame Pur- 
poſe. Theſe already cited will enable the Rea- 
der to apply the reſt, which ſo frequently 
occur. | 
The Queſtion now 1s, What Effect theſe 
Miracles had upon the Scribes and chief Prieſts? 
That they were extremely alarmed appears 
plainly, and that they ſought his Life, as the 
only Method to ſtop the Influence he gained 
over the People, is notorious. But were they 
clear of all Doubts themſelves? Had they no 
Miſgivings of Mind, that he might poſſibly 
be what he pretended to be? Conſider their 
Behaviour after they had ſecured his Perſon, 
and carried him before Pilate: They accuſe 
him of many Things, and among the reſt, of 
Sedition againſt the Roman Government. Had 
they believed it themſelves, what need of fur- 
ther Examination ? What Occaſion had they 
to enquire of a Cheat and an Impoſtor, whether 
he was the Chriſt of God, or no? And yet the 
chief Prieſts made this Enquiry with the ut- 
moſt Concern and Solemnity: I agjure thee 
by the living God, that ti ou tell us, whether 


m Mark ii. 6. a John xi. 47. 
thou 
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639) 


thou be the Chrift the Son of Gedo. Had the 


chief Prieſt no Suſpicion, no Jealouſy that he 
might be the Chriſt, when he made this ſo- 
lemn Adjuration to him? Would he have uſed 
the ſame Form to the ſame Purpoſe to Barab- 
bas or any other common Malefactor? The 
Thing ſpeaks itſelf, and ſhews the Anxiety of 
Mind under which the chiet Prieſt acted, and 
how far he was from being ſatisfied, that Je- 


fas was an Impoſtor and a Deceiver. 


When our bleſſed Lord hung upon the Croſs, 
the chief Prieſts and Elders recovered Spirit 
and ſaid, — be faved others, himſelf he cannot 


ſave b. He ſaved others! What! do they mean 


that he never wrought any Miracles, as the 
Conſiderer ſuppoſes? Quite otherwiſe, they ac- 
knowledge his Miracles by which others were 
ſaved, referring (tis probable) to his raiſing the 
Dead; but they imagined now they had found 
the Extent of his Power, and that he could not 


ſave himſelf. It will perhaps be ſaid, this was 


Mockery. Be it ſo; there was no Mockery 
in ſaying, he ſaved others; the Inſult is expret- 
{ed in the other Part, Himself he cannot fave. 
They go on with their Mockery ; be be the 
King of Iſrael, let him now come down from the 
Croſs But why all this Triumph in being de- 
livered from the King of Mal? had they ne- 
ver ſuſpected that he might poſſibly prove fo 


Matt. xxvi. 63. P Ibid, xxvii. 41. 
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( 49 ) 
indeed, what Occaſion for this ſudden Joy and 
Exultation ? 

But this Mirth did not laſt long. When 
Chriſt died, Nature ſeemed to die with him; 
there was Darkneſs over all the Earth, the Sun 
was darkened and the Veil of the Temple was 
rent in the Midji®, The Roman Centurion 
was ſo affected with it, that he glorified God 


ſaying, This was a righteous Man. And all the 


People that came together to that Sight, behold- 
ing the Things which were done, ſmote their 
Breaſts and returned”, In what Manner the 
chief Prieſts and Scribes behaved on this Oc- 
cation, we are not told. Probably they with- 
drew ſilently, unwilling to diſcover any Fear 
or Apprehenſion before the People. But could 
they be unaffected? If ever they had heard of 
our Lord's Prophecy, that he would rife again, 
could they help remembring it now? They 
had ſeen him expire on the Croſs, but that was 
no Eaſe to their Minds in reflecting on the Pro- 
phecy of his Reſurrection; for he had foretold 
his Death and the Manner of it, as well as 
his Reſurrection. The firſt Part they had ſeen 
accompliſhed, and had Reaſon to fear the laſt 
would be ſo. 

Lay theſe Things together: The chief 
Prieſts had been Witnefles of his Power to 
work Miracles in his Life Time; they knew 
he claimed to be King of the Tews; they 


3 Luke xxiii. 44, 45. 7 47, 48. 1 
new 
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( 41) 
knew he had owned to Pilate, that he was 
King of the [Zews ; and under a moſt folemn 
Adjuration from the chief Prieſt, even when 
he was his Priſoner, he had confeſſed that he 
was the Chriſt the Son of God, and that they 
ſhould ſee him again coming in Glory. They 
had heard him even on the Croſs maintain his 
Character, and promiſe Paradiſe to the peni- 
tent Thief; they ſaw the Sun darkened, the 
Veil of the Temple rent; the Roman Guard at 
the Croſs, and all the SpeQtators aſtoniſhed. — 
Surrounded with this amazing Scene, could 
they deſpiſe the Predictions of his Reſurrection ? 
Could they remember them without great Ap- 
prehenſions, that they might prove true? Who- 
ever can ſuppoſe it, not only contradicts the 
2 expreſs Declaration of the Goſpel Hiſtory, but 
2X ſhews himſelf to be but little acquainted with 
the Sentiments of human Nature. 
3 But here the Corfiderer ſtops us again. He 
3 lays, he finds no Account, where or when ſuch 
Public Prophecy was delivered before the Prieſts 
Rand Phariſees, in any of the four Evangeliſts a. 
But what if ſuch Prophecies were delivered be- 
fore others, and reported by Perſons of Credit, 
=to the chief Prieſts and Phariſees, will not that 
be ſufficient ? He thinks not; but all the Rea- 
ſon he has for thinking fo is, becauſe they ſay 
to Pilate, We remember that Deceiver ſaid, while 


be was yet alive, After three Days I will riſe 


* Firſt Edit. p. 23. Third Edit. p. 16. 
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again. Now, ſays he, the Words, we remem- 
ber, frgnrfy that they heard him ſay ſo. It is very 
hard Work to be obliged to defend againſt ſuch a 
Writer, not only common Senſe, but com- 
mon Language. Where does he learn that the 
Word remember is never uſed, but of Things 
ſpoken directly to ourſelves? Cannot a Man 
remember what he reads and what is re- 
ported to him? The chief Prieſts do not ſay, 
We remember he ſaid To us, but, We remember he 
faid, while he was yet alive; but to whom he 
ſaid, or how it came to their Knowledge, they 
do not ſay. 


The Confiderer thinks the Jews could not 


poſſibly underſtand, what our Saviour ſaid of 
the Sign of Jonas, to relate to his Reſurrection. 
I differ entirely with him ; and though I do not 
ſuppoſe our Saviour did intend it as a clear Pro- 
phecy, to be underſtood at the Time it was 
ſpoken ; yet the Words uſed came ſo near to a 
Deſcription of a Reſurrection, that if once the 

ews became at all apprehenſive of a Reſur- 
rection, they could not but apply our Saviour's 
Words to it. But be this as it will; let us 
examine whether the chief Prieſts and Scribes 
had not other Ways of coming to the Know- 
ledge of what they affirm, that Jeſus ſaid in 
his Life Time, After three Days I will riſe 
again. 

The Conſiderer admits that our Lord did five 
Times foretell to his Diſciples, that he ſhould 
die and riſe again the third Day. So plain 

and 
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and clear he takes theſe Predictions to be, that 
he cannot believe there is any Truth in the 
® Goſpel, when it tells us, the Diſciples under- 
© ſtood them not. But though they did not un- 
derſtand the Meaning of the Prophecy, for 
Z Reaſons to be given hereafter, yet they under- 
& ſtood the Language, or the Import of the 
Words ; or elſe what did St. Peter (if he un- 
derſtood not the Words) reprove his Lord for, 
when he foretold this Event? It they under- 
{tood the literal Senſe of the Words ſpoken to 
# them, they might report them, and others un- 
der ſtand the Meaning, though they did not, 
And thus at leaſt, the chief Prieits might come 
+ to know, that Feſis had foretold his Reſur- 
e WF recction. 
3 But the Confiderer ſeems to ſuppoſe that theſe 
t Predictions were private, given to the Apoſtles 
only, and that they were enjoined Secrecy ; 
and for the Sake of his Argument, he is wit- 
ling for once to ſuppole the Apoſtles to act ho- 
neſtly, and to keep the Secret; and conſe- 
quently that the Report of theſe Prophecies 
could not reach the chief Prieſts, But his Rea- 
ſoning is founded on two Miſtakes; for firit it 
does not appear that all the five Predictions 
were made to the Apoſtles only. Secondly, 
it is plain in the Goſpel Hiſtory, Secrecy was 
not enjoined with reſpect to theſe Predictions. 
A little Attention to the Hiſtory will clear up 
theſe Facts. 
We read in St. Like of Chrift's Ditciples, 
G 2 betore 
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before ever he had choſen Apoſtles; and it is 
ſaid expreſsly, Luke vi. 13. He called his 
Diſciples to him, and out of them he choſe 
twelve, whom alſo he named Apoſtles. And at 
Y 17. they are diſtinguiſhed from the (n- 
pany of Diſerples, who attend him. His 
twekve Diſciples or Apoſtles are ſent out to 
preach, Luke ix. 1, Seventy other Diſciples 
are ſent with like Commiſſion, Luke x. 1. 
Theſe laſt were Diſciples, though not Apoſtles. 
This being the Caſe, there is no Reaſon to 
conclude, that when the Goſpel tells us, that 
our Lord made any Declaration to his Diſci- 
ples, that ſuch Declaration was made to the 
Apoſtles only. And it is obſervable, that when 
the Evangeliſts intend to diſtinguiſh the Apo- 
ſtles from other Diſciples, they call them either 

Apoſtles, or the Twelve, and not ſimply Dif- 
ciples. Thus, Luke ix. 1. When he had called the 
tweFve Diſciples, he gave them Power, Ge. 
St. Matibeco likewiſe denotes by the fame Cha- 
rafter his twelve Diſciples, x. 1. and in the 
following Verſe calls them Apoſtles. In the 
vi® of St. John the Diſtinction is moſt evi- 
dent; at V 66. we read, From that Time many 
of his Diſciples went back, and walked no more 
with him, It follows; then faid Feſus unto 
the Twelve, Will ye alli go away? The Diſ- 
ciples then preſent at our Lord's Diſcourſe 
were more, probably many more, than the Apo- 
ſtles. It is not therefore neceflarily to be con- 
cluded, that, when our Saviour foretold his 

3 . Reſur V 
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Reſurrection to his Diſciples, none were pre- 
ſent but the twelve Apoſtles. 

Let us now take the Predictions as they are 
ranged by the Conſiderer. The firſt is made to 
the Diſciples*; the ſecond only to Peter, 
James, and Jobne; the third to his Diſciples? ; 
and the fourth and fifth were to the twelve 
Apoſtles only ©. And it is obſervable, that 
all the Evangeliſts who mention the ſecond 
Prediction, take Care to inform us, that it was 
given to Peter, James, and John only; and all 
who report the fourth and fifth, ſay expreſsly, 
it was given to the Twelve only. How comes 
it then to paſs, that in reporting the firſt and 
third, they leave it at large, and tell us that 
theſe Predictions were made to the Diſciples? 
Is there not Reaſon to ſuppoſe, that they were 
made to more than to the Twelve, who in the 
other Inſtances are diſtinguiſhed as the only 
Perſons preſent ? 

The Conſiderer obſerves upon the third Pre- 
diction, that St. Mark ſays, he paſſed through 
Galilee, and would not that any Man ſhould 
know it, for he taught his Diſciples, The Son of 
Man is delivered, &c, — and ſhall riſe the third 
Day. Upon which the Confiderer ſays, Ob- 


| 1 ſerve — the Reaſon why Feſus deſired Privacy 


> Matt. xvi. 13. 21, &c. Mark viii. 27. 31. Luke 
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was, becauſe he told this to his Diſciples, and 
would have no Body elſe know it. That our 
Saviour told this to the Diſciples and not to the 
Multitude, is admitted. But the Queſtion is, 
who theſe Diſciples were, whether the Twelve 
only, or others together with them; and the 
Conſiderer's Obſervation is of no Moment to- 
wards determining this Point. 

I do not pretend to athrm, that the Twelve 
may not be ſometimes meant, where Diſciples 
only are mentioned without any other Diſtin- 
ction; but, for the Reaſons given, the Conſiderer 
had no Right to take 1t for granted, that all 
the Predictions were given to the Twelve on- 
ly, and to raiſe Speculations upon this Suppo- 
ſition. 

Had the Conſiderer known, what a due At- 
tention to the Goſpels would have taught him, 
the Reaſon of our Lord's opening to his Dit- 
ciples and Apoſtles the Sufterings he was to 
undergo, he would not have ſuſpected any De- 
ceit in his Conduct, When our Saviour ga- 
thered Diſciples at firſt, and out of them choſe 
tweive Apoſtles, he ſent them out to preach that 
the Kingdom was at hand, and gave them great 
Powers over unclean Spirits, and all Diſeaſes. 
After ſome time he enquires of them, what 
the World thought of him; they report to 
him the different Opinions the Country had of 
hin. He then aſks, But whom jay ye that J 
am! Peter in the Name of the reſt anſwers, 
Thou art the Chriſt, Upon which he began 


Inmce-— 
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immediately (as the three Evangeliſts expreſly 
obſerve) to teach them what things the Son 
of Man ſhould ſuffer, and that he ſhould riſe 
the third Day, Conſider now what was the 
Connexion between St. Peter's Confeſſion, and 
the Prediction of the Sufferings and Reſurrec- 
tion of Chriſt, which fo cloſely followed it. 
The Diſciples had preached the Approach of 
the Kingdom, had found, by the Powers be- 
ſtowed on them, what Power their Maſter 
had; and our Lord now perceived upon the 
Confeſſion of Peter, that they took him to be 
the Chri/t, He well underſtood what Conſe- 
quences this Notion would produce ; he knew 
the Opinion of the Tervs in general, and of the 
Diſciples too, was, That Chriſt abideth for ever s. 
and was to be ſubject to no Power, but to 
exerciſe Power and Dominion without End} 
wiuch they likewiſe apprehended to be tem- 
poral Power and Dominion, Our Lord, who 
took all proper Occaſions to diſclaim temporal 
Power, found it neceſſary now to guard the 
Conduct of his Diſciples, who were very likely 
to give Umbrage to the Jews, by the Hopes 
they conceived themſelves of ſeeing their Ma- 
ter a great temporal Prince. To prevent theſe 
ill Effects, he charges them in the firſt Place 
to tell no Man, that he was the Chriſt ; for ſuch 
open Declaration to the People, conſidering 
what Notion they had of the Chriſt they ex- 


John xii. 34. 
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pected, would have amounted to a Claim of 
temporal Power. In the next place, to mo- 
derate the Expectations of his Diſciples, and 
to beat down the Pride and Vanity, which 
would naturally ariſe from them, he tells them 
he was to ſuffer many things, and even Death 
itſelf ; but at the ſame time, to keep them 
from abſolute Deſpair, he gives them to under- 
ſtand that he ſhould riſe again. 

This Doctrine he began to teach upon the 
Occaſion mentioned, as the Evangeliſts parti- 
cularly remark, intimating that it was frequent- 
ly repeated and inculcated. So little were the 
Diſciples prepared to receive it, that St. Peter 
rebuked his Maſter for talking about ſuffering ; 
Be it far from thee, Lord; This ſhall not be unto 
thee b. Which explains another Paſſage in the 
following Chapter, very much abuſed by the 
Confiderer, where our Saviour foretells again, 
The Son of Man ſhall be betrayed into the Hands 
of Men. — They ſhall kill him, and the third 
Day he ſhall riſe again; and they were exceeding 


forrowful *, He ſubjoins to this a Paſſage from 


St. Mark, where our Saviour tells the Diſci- 
ples, the Son of Man muſt be killed, and, after he 
7s Filled, he ſhall riſe the third Day : and they 
underſtood not that Saying k. Hear now the 
Confiderer ; *Tis equally ſtrange, ſays he, that 


b Matt. xvi. 22. 
i Marr. xvii. 22, 23. 
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hey. ſhould be forry for what they did not under- 
Land, as that they ſhould not underſtand what 
= they were ſorry for. Was ever any thing fo 
© perverſe! Is it not plain they were ſorry to hear 
how much he was to ſuffer ; and that the Say- 
ing which they did not underſtand was his 
7 ring again from the Dead? They could not 
X conceive how Chriſt could die, nor what could 
be meant by his riſing again. Is there any 
Inconſiſtency in this? none, but to ſuch as are 
willfully blind. 8 
Our Saviour found it neceſſary on this Oc- 
caſion, not only to acquaint his Diſciples with 
the Sufferings he was to ſubmit to, but the 
People alſo, in order to prevent their having 
wrong Notions of him and his Kingdom, 
ſhould they hear or ſuſpect him to be the 
Chriſt; and therefore he adds immediately. 
he called the People unto him, with his Diſci- 
ples, and ſaid, Whoſoever will come after me, 
let him deny himſelf, and take up his Croſs, and 
ollow me b. So far was our Lord from making a 
Secret of his Sufferings, or giving the People 
any Hopes of a temporal Deliverance! | 
But the Con/iderer ſuppoſes, that the Apoſtles 
were enjoined Secrecy, and forbid to publiſh 
theſe Predictions. Upon the Strength of which 
Suppoſitions he argues, that the chief Prieſts 
could know nothing of theſe Predictions. The 
Apoſtles are indeed enjoined Secrecy, not with 


* Firſt Edit. p. 30. Third Edit. p. 22. Mark ix. 34. 
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who had ſeen his ſurprizing Glory, ſhould not 4 


after the Reſurrection : But Secrecy in what? 4 
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but with reſpect expreſsly to this Point only, 
that he was the Chriſt, St. Matthew has ſo de- 
termined this, that there can be no Doubt ; 
Then charged he his Diſciples, that they ſhould 
tell no Man, that he was Jeſus the Chriſt. % 
After the Transfiguration, that the Diſciples, 


from thence raiſe falſe Notions of his Power, 
he thought proper to enjoin them Secrecy til! 


not that he was to ſuffer and to riſe again, but 
Secrecy with reſpect to the glorious Viſion they 
had ſeen, and the Voice from the Cloud, 
which proclaimed him Chriſt the Son of God. 
Lay now theſe Things together, and conſider, 3 
whether it was not probable that the chief 
Prieſts had perfect Intelligence even of theſe 
Predictions. Our Saviour never made a Sc- 
cret of them; and as ſome of them were de- 
livered to his Diſciples in general, and many of 4 
his Diſciples forſook him (as we read in the 
ſixth of St. John) the chief Prieſts, who were 
very inquiſitive into the Conduct of Jeſus, 
might by Report from the Apoſtles themſelves, 
or at leaſt by Report from thoſe Diſcipte: 4 
who forſook him, have perfect Knowledge of 
theſe Prophecies. But let us go on to other 


Prophecies. The Conſiderer ſays, he has ex- 


amined St. John, and finds that he ſays not a 
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Word of it, but denies it all*, If he ſays not 
a Word of it, I would fain know in what 
Words he denies it all. But theſe Beauties oc- 
& cur too frequently to be attended to. As to his 
Examination of St. John, I am by no means 
willing to rely on it, and muſt beg Leave to 
examine after him. But how comes he to be 
ſo ſurpriſed to find the Prophecies of Chri/t's 
Death and Reſurrection, ſo plainly contained in 
other Goſpels, omitted in St. ohn? Did he 
never hear that St. John, who outlived the 
other Evangeliſts, was deſired by the Biſhops 
of Aa to publiſh a Goſpel, to perfect and 
compleat the Relation of Chr:/?'s Life and Do- 
ctrine? They had without Queſtion heard 
many Things of him, not recorded by the other 
Evangeliſts; and thought it of great Importance 
to the Chriſtian Church to have them tranſ- 
mitted to Poſterity, with the Authority of an 
Apoſtle. St. John therefore wrote his Goſpel, 
not with a Deſign of repeating what the other 
Evangeliſts had fully delivered, but chiefly to 
preſerve the Memory of what they had omit- 
% ted. Theſe Prophecies, therefore, being (as 
s the Confaderer admits) ſo very clearly contained 
5 in the other Goſpels, was the very Reaſon why 
of F St. Jobn omitted them. Whoever with tole- 
er rable. Care compares St. John with the other 

3 Goſpels, will find this to be frequently the 
oF Caſe, And it will appear plainly to be fo, in 
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the Hiſtory of the Women who went firſt to 
the Sepulchre, which there will be Occafion 
ſoon to conſider. 

_ But though St. John, for the Reaſon already 
given, has omitted expreſsly to repeat the Pre- 
dictions mentioned by the other Evangeliſts, yet 
I own it would be ſurprizing to find no men- 
tion made by Chriſt in his Life Time, of the 
Circumſtances of his Death and Reſurrection; 
conſidering how many Diſcourſes of our Lord 
to his Diſciples and others are reported in St. 
John's Goſpel. Let us enquire then. 

In the twelfth and following Chapters, a great 
Part of our Lord's Diſcourſes to his Diſciples 
plainly refers to the Predictions he had given 
them of his Death and Reſurrection. The 


Hour is come, ſays our Lord, when the Son of 


Man ſhould be glorified*s. Of what Hour he 
ſpeaks appears V 27. Now is my Soul troubled, 
and what fhall I ſay? Father, ſave me from this 
Hour ; but for this Cauſe came I unts this 


Hour. And at Chap. xiii. 1. And when Yeſus 


knew that his Hour was come, that he ſhould 
depart out of this World, &c. The Ex- 
preſſion made uſe of by Jeſus, the Hour ts 
come, ſuppoſes the Diſciples had Notice before, 
that ſuch an Hour was to be expected. If fo, 
theſe Paſſages have Reference to the Predicti- 
ons recorded in the other Goſpels; if not, 


they are of themſelves Predictions, at leaſt of 
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his Death. That our Lord ' himſelf meant 
| theſe as Predictions is manifeſt in Chap. xiii. 19. 
where having ſaid, that Judas ſhould betray 
him, he adds, Now 7 ell you before it come, 
that when it is come to paſs, ye may believe that 
Tam he, Having given them this Notice of 
his Death, he endeavours to ſupport their Spi- 
rits under the Expectation of it. —* Let not your 
Heart be troubled-—T go to prepare a Place for 
you—-T will not leave you comfortleſs, I will 
come to you*, Ye now therefore have Sorrow, 
but I will ſee you again, and your Heart ſhall 
rejoice, and your Joy no Man ſhall take from 
youb, A little while and ye ſhall not ſee me, 
and again a little while and ye ſhall [ee mei. 
Theſe and many other like Paſſages in St. 
John relate plainly to the Death and Reſur- 
rection of Chriſt; of which, if you take the 
Confiderer's Word, St. John has ſaid nothing, 
So far were theſe Predictions from being de- 
livered as Secrets to the Apoſtles, that St, Tol 
informs us, he foretold his Sufferings to many 
others. When Nicodemus came to him, he 
tells him, that as Mojes lifted up the Serpent in 
the Wilderneſs, even ſo muſt the Son of Man be 
lifted up *, The ſame Thing in the ſame 
Language is ſaid to the People.. The Confi- 
derer will fay here is another Riddle ; what are 
we to underſtand by /:fting ub? Can you have 
a better Interpreter than St. John himſelf? He 
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q will tell you, that our Lord uſed this Expreſ- 
4 ſion, fignifying what Death he ſhould die w. 
And that the Language was well underſtood at 
; the Time, appears by the Anſwer the People 
q made him; We have heard out of the Law, that 1 
4 Chriſt abideth for ever ; and how ſayeſt thou, 
1 The Son of Man muſt be lifted up? In Conſe- 
4 quence of this Prediction he tells the Phariſees, 

1 Yet a little while I am with you, and then I 20 ñ 
j unto him that ſent me. Ye ſhall ſeek me and 


ſhall not find me, and where Tam, thither ye can- 
not come . Take now theſe Sayings of St. 
Fohn, and apply them to the Sign of Jonas, 
and the Expoſition of it given by our Lord, 
that the Son of Man ſhould be three Days ans 
three Nights in the Heart of the Earth, and 
they will give Light to each other, ſuppoſing 8 
the Fews to have had no clearer Predictions of i 
Chriſt's Death and Reſurrection beſore them. 
But that they had clearer, has, I think, al- 
ready appeared. 1 

But there is ſtill one way more by which 
this Intelligence might come to them. The 
laſt Prophecy of his Death and Reſurrection 
was given at his laſt Supper to the twelve Apo- 
ſtles: Judas was at the Supper, and heard the 
Prophecy, and went directly to the chief Prieſts 
to concert Meaſures for apprehending Jeſus. 
Can you imagine, that they did not enquire, Þ 


1 


2 Chap. xii. 33. ® Ib. Yer. 34 
» Chap. vii. 33, 34. ; 
where | 
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where his Maſter was, and what he was do- 
ing? Can you imagine that Judas would omit 
to entertain them with an Account of the 
Deſpair in which he left him, propheſying of 
his Death which he found unavoidable, and 
filling his Diſciples Heads with a filly Notion 
of his riſing again? If it is natural to ſuppoſe 
this to have been the Cafe, you fee a plain 
way, by which the chiet Prieſts came to know 
that Jeſus ſaid in bis Life-time, 7hat he would 
riſe after three Days. 

The Confiderer having proved, as he ſup- 
poſes, that the chief Prieſts knew nothing of 
any Prophecy of a Reſurrection, makes ule of 
it to charge St. Matthew with a Forgery, in 
the Story he relates of their guarding the Se- 
pulchre. Can any Man of common Senſe think 
it probable, that the Prieſts and Phariſees ſhould 
be alarmed about the Reſurrefion of Jelus, if 
they never heard any thing more of it than has 
been mentioned? ? Whether the chief Prieſts 
were as unacquainted with the Prophecies of 
the Reſurrection, as he ſuppoſes, mutt be left 
to the Reader upon what has been already ſaid. 

- i But the Confiderer has other Objections a- 
e | gainſt the Story, told by St. Matthew of guard- 
s ing the Sepulchre, which muſt be attended to. 

4 Tis firange that Jeſus ſhould ſo expreſly foretel 
„ hrs Reſurrection to his Diſciples, and jay nothing 

1 plainly of it to the Scribes and Phariſees, yet that 


y ? Firſt Edit. p. 23. Third Edit. p. 24. 
- they 


* 

they ſhould be fo alarmed with the Words of 4 
Man they did not believe, as to watch for it, 
and the Diſciples not underſtand or expect 
it 1. In ſtating this Caſe the Confiderer 
takes it for granted, that the Scribes and Pha- 
riſces had no Notice of a Reſurrection, but 
from the dark Intimations to them, that the 
Sign of Jonas, &c. ſhould be given them. 
If I have given the Reader Satisfaction that 
the Caſe was otherwiſe, and that the Scribes 
and Phariſees were apprized of much clearer 
and more expreſs Prophecies of the Reſurrec- 
tion, there will be no Occaſion to give any far- 
ther Account of their Solicitude in guarding 
the Sepulchre. But one Queſtion ſtill remains; 
How came the Diſciples not to underſtand theſe 
Prophecies, and to have no Expectation of a 
Reſurrection? The Fact is admitted, and we 
are called upon to give an Account of their 
Behaviour. 

There is, I think, but one way of account- 
ing for the Actions of Men; which is by com- 
paring them with their Opinions and Perſua- 
fions, and the Circumſtances they were in at 
the Time of doing ſuch Actions; and con- 
ſidering what Men under ſuch Circumſtances, 
and ſuch Perſuaſions would naturally do. And 
in this Method a very reaſonable Account may 
be given, both of the Conduct of the Rulers 
of the Fews, and of the Diſciples. 


2 1b, 
Con- 
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( 57) 
Conſider now ; it was the general and firm 
Perſuaſion of all the Fews, of the Rulers and 
Picciples equally, that he Chrift, whenever he 
ame, was to abide for ever; to be a Prince of 
WPower, to ſubdue his and his Country's E- 
Wcemics with uninterrupted Succeſs. This 
Propoſition therefore, that the Chriſt ſhould die, 
Wccording to the Fewi/h Notion, contained an 
Wbſolute Abſurdity. Now the Diſciples were 
Wrong in this Opinion, that Fe/us was the 
briſt; they were confirmed in it by every 
freſh Inſtance of Power and Authority which 
Whey ſaw him exert. Our Lord was ſenſible 
How this Opinion would operate, and therefore, 
from the Time that he found they believed 
im to be the Chriſt, he began to preach to 
hem, what he was to ſuffer, and that he was 
o die and riſe again. How they received theſe 
Declarations, appears from St. Peter's rebuk- 
ng our Lord for making them, and from ma- 
ny other Inſtances which need not be parti- 
ularly referred to. Add to this, that all their 
Hopes, all their ExpeCtations depended on their 
Maſter's being a powerful Prince. So that to 
hink of his dying was contrary to all they 
elieved of Chriſt, and contrary to all they 
hoped for themſelves. To overcome all their 
Prejudices and all their Paſſions at once was 
nore than they were able to do. The Pro- 
phecies ſpoke ſo plainly of the Sufferings of 
rift, that they were ſurpriſed and afflicted to 
near them; but how to underſtand them they 
1 knew 
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(58) 
knew not, becauſe taken literally they appeared 
inconſiſtent with the Faith they had profeſled 
that Yeſus was the Chriſt, As little did they 3 
apprehend what 77/mg again meant; and hoyſil 
ſhould they underſtand it? Since they could no : 
conceive how he could dye, they could have 
no Notion how, or in what Manner, he could 
riſe, Poſſibly they thought there was ſome· 
thing myſterious in it. It was uſual with their 
Maſter to diſcourſe them, as well as the Mul- 
titude, in Parables; and to uſe common Ex 
preſſions in a Senſe that was hidden and myſte-W 
rious. They had been long accuſtomed to 
this Sort of Language, and had frequent 
been puzzled with it. When he bade them to 
beware of the Leaven of the Phariſees ; they 
had little Doubt about the Meaning of ſo com: 
mon a Phraſe, but the Matter they quite mi) 
ſtook. And when he was in the Temple, diſ-| 
puting with the Few:/þ Doctors, he ſaid he 
was about his Father's Buſmeſs® ; e the litera 
Senfe of the Words was obvious enough, but 
the Meaning was not underſtood. He told his 
Diſciples at another Time, that he had Meat 1 
eat, which they knew not of not meaning, as 
they were ready to underſtand it, common 
Food, but ſomething of quite another Na- 
ture. 

Thus when our Lord talked to his Diſciple 
of ſuffering and dying, though ſuch Language 
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Wt the firſt muſt needs alarm and afflict them, 
et it was according to their Notions impoſli- 
bie to be true in the literal Senſe. What then 
was more natural than to conclude, that their 
WW Matter had ſome hidden Meaning? We have 
Ja plain Inſtance of this in a like Caſe. The 
Jes looked upon a Man as defiled, that had 
eaten with unwaſhed Hands; but our Saviour 
tells the Scribes and Phariſees, Not that which 
= coeth into the Mouth defileth a Man, but that 
8 which cometh out. What Words could be 


Ex- plainer? But the Thing being ſo oppoſite to 
ſte· ¶ Jeuiſb Maxims and Practice, the Diſciples no 
to more underſtood how it could be, than how 
ul the Meſias could ſuffer and dye; and therefore 
to Peter deſires his Maſter to declare unto them the 
evil Parable *, Theſe Prepoſſeſſions continued till 
m- ¶ after the Reſurrection. When their Lord was 
ni. crucified, all their Hopes dyed with him; and 
n when he was riſen again, it was ſome Time 
he before they could credit their own Eyes, and 
ral be perſuaded that they really beheld him. As 
uti ſtrange as this may appear to the Cagſiderer, 1 


his can ſee nothing unnatural in it. 

to Suppoſe now this Account of the Diſciples 
Want of Underſtanding to be true, it ſhews 
on indeed their Honeſty and Sincerity i in report- 
a- ing it fairly. But ſuppoſe (as the Confaderer 
ſuppoſes) that it is all forged, I would fain 
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fore God and all the People.. Now the Jews 


Lukezxxiv. 19. 


( 60 1 
know, what Policy there was in the Contri. 
vance. He ſays, he ſuſpects ſome fraudulent 


Defign in it; but what Purpoſe was or could 
be ſerved by this Fraud? Did the Apoſtles 
get any thing, either Honour or Profit, by 


relating their own Prejudices and Hardnek y 
of Belief? 8 
But what is to be ſaid for the chief Prieſts? 
how came they to be apprehenſive of al 
Reſurrection. They no more believed that 
Chriſt the King of the Fews could dye and i 
riſe again, than the Diſciples did. Very true; 
but that Prejudice ſtood not in their Way, for 
they did not admit Jeſus to be Chrift, If 
they had, they would not have attempted to 
kill him. Why then did they fear his Reſur- 
rection? The plain and clear Anſwer is, Be- 
cauſe he had foretold it: for it was one Thing 
to believe him to be a great Prophet, and ano- 
ther to believe him to be the Chriſt. That 
this was a well known Diſtinction amongſt the 
Jews appears from the Diſcourſe of the two 
Diſciples going to Emmaus; who, though they 
had given over all Hopes that 2 us was the 
Chriſt, were {till firm in . Perſuaſion that 
he was a Prophet mighty in Deed and Word be- 


had been Witneſſes to ſo many Wonders and 
Miracles wrought by him, that, whether they 


thought 


( 61 ) 
thought him to be the Cyriſt or no, they could 
not but ſuſpe& that he was a great Prophet at 
leaſt, and might poſſibly come from the Grave 
armed with Power, to take Vengeance of their 
wicked and cruel Treatment of him, This 
was but a natural Apprehenſion; and their 
Fears and guilty Conſciences added Weight to 
every Suſpicion of this Kind; and they were 
exactly in Herod's Caſe, who, when he heard 
the Fame of the great Miracles which Tejus 
performed, faid, This is Jobn the Baptiſt, he 
is riſen from the Dead; therefore mighty Works 
do ſhew forth themſelves in him*, What is 
there in this, that is not natural and pro- 

bable ? 

Let us hear what the Confiderer ſays to it: 
1f ae take the Opinion of the chief Prieſts and 
Phariſees from their own Words, as delivered by 
St. Matthew, hey believe Jeſus was a Decerver h, 
and appear afraid, not of his rifing in the Day, 
but of the Diſciples flealing him away in the 
Night', All that the Confiderer ſays here de- 
pends upon his ſuppoſing, that the chief Prieſts 
and Phariſees ſpoke their real Sentiments to Pi- 
late without any Diſguiſe ; for otherwiſe, if 
they uſed any Art, or formed a Story merely 
as a Pretence to obtain a Guard to watch the 
Sepulchre, nothing can be concluded from 


5 Matt. xiv. 2. D Firſt Edit. p. 75 Third 
Edit. p. 29. 
what 


( 62 ) 
what they tell Pilate, but this only, that they 
wanted a Guard to ſecure the Sepulchre. Put 
the Caſe that they were convinced of his Mi- 
racles, appriſed of the Prophecy of his Reſur- 
rection, and under a real Apprehenſion, that 
it might be fulfilled; and that, to ſatisfy their 
Doubts, they wanted to get a Guard ; I would 
fain know what ſort of Speech to Pilate, the 
Confiderer would make for them. Would he 
have them fay, © Sir, this Perſon whom you 
« crucified at our Inſtigation was indeed a 
% mighty Prophet, and the Hand of God was 
« with him in performing many wonderful 
« Works: He ſaid too in his Life Time, that 
« he would riſe from the Dead after three 
« Days, and we are very apprehenſive that 
«« he will riſe indeed. Let therefore the Se- 
* pulchre be guarded.” If theſe had been in- 
deed their real Sentiments, would they have 
told them to Pilate, after they had extorted 
from him the Condemnation of Jeſus, by re- 
preſenting him as a Malefactor worthy of Death, 
and as an Enemy to the Roman Government ? 
No body can think it. They were under a 
Neceſſity, whatever their private Thoughts 
were, of carrying on the Shew before Plate, 
of treating Feſus as a Deceiver, and pretending 
another Reaſon than the true one for deſiring 
a Guard, viz. for fear his Diſciples ſhould 
ſteal away the Body. To argue therefore, 
that the chief Prieſts really believed all that 
they 


La) 
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BM 
they pretended to Pilate, 1s childiſh and ri- 
diculous. | 

I have laid together the ſeveral Predictions 
of our Lord's Reſurrection, and the Circum- 
ſtances that attended them, in order to ſhew, 
what little Reaſon the Conſiderer had to ſuppoſe 
the chief Prieſts entire Strangers to them ; up- 
on which one Miſtake all his Reaſoning againſt 
guarding and ſealing the Sepulchre depends. 
The Confiderer aflerts, that the chief Prieſts 
had no Prophecy of the Reſurrection, but 
what could be deduced from the Sign of Fo- 
nas; and that, he ſays, could not be under- 
ſtood by them. Let us admit it, and ſee what 
the Conſequence will be. Is a Prophecy no 
Prophecy unleſs it can be underſtood by every 
Body at the Time it is given? If the Con/aderer 
can perſuade the World of this, he will do 
more towards deſtroying the Credit of Pro- 
phecy, than all his Predeceſſors have done from 
Celſus to this Time. We often find TFejus 
ſpeaking to the Jeus in Parables, and explain- 
ing them clearly to his Diſciples. The Caſe 
here was much the fame with reſpect to the 
Prophecies of the Reſurrection. Thoſe to his 
Diſciples were clear ; thoſe to the Scribes enig- 
matical, yet delivered in Terms fo correſpond- 
ing to the Event, that, when the Event hap- 
pened, the Jews could not doubt whether the 
Prophecy related to it. The ſame may be 
{aid of that other Prophecy; Deftroy this Tem- 


Ple, 
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gle and in three Days I will raiſe it uþ *, The 

iſciples underſtood not this, till after Feſus 
was riſen; but when the Event had explained 
the Terms, the Prophecy was clear, and had 
the Effect that all Prophecy is meant to have, 
that when the thing comes to paſs, we may be- 
lieve. 

But the Conſiderer thinks the Prophecy from 
the Caſe of Jonas, not only dark and unintel- 
ligible at firſt ; but, when underſtood and ap- 
plied to the Reſurrection, fahe in Fact in two 
Neſpects; J ſuppoſe he means it did not corre- 
ſpond to the Fact foretold in two Reſpects. 
Let us-hear the Charge. 

Firſt, The Son of Man was to he three 
Days and three Ni gbts in the Earth; whereas 
Jeſus lay but the Time of one Day and a half, 
that is two Nights and a Day*, Secondly, The 
Sign promiſed to be given, was not given to thoſe 
it was promiſed to *, i. e. to that evil and adul- 
terous Generation. 

It is ſomewhat ſtrange, that this great Wri- 
- ter ſhould be content to tread the dull Road 
of vulgar Infidels and Sceptics ; repeating Dif- 
ficulties and Objections, that have been a thou- 
ſand Times propoſed, and as often confuted ; 
but it is ſtill more ſtrange, that they ſhould be 
ſuch as are fully conſidered, and moſt clearly 
explained in the very Book he profeſſes to an- 


John ii. 19. 
f Firſt Edit. p. 27. Third Edit. p. 19. 
s Firſt Edit. p. 28. Third Edit. p. 20. 
ſwer, 


n 

{wer, How comes he to paſs over all that is 
ſaid in the Tryal upon this Point? Why ſuch an 
affected Silence here? It would by no Means | 
have anſwered the Conſiderers Purpoſe, to take | 
Notice how that Author has explained Chriſt's 
lying three Days in the Sepulchre ; but I can 
promiſe the Reader, it will abundantly anſwer 
his Trouble to conſult him upon this Subject; 
and, if he has any Doubts or Scruples in the 
Point, he may there receive Satisfaction, It 
may be unneceſſary to add any thing to what 
has been already faid ; but that the Confaderer 
may not think himſelf entirely neglected, I | 
ſhall give a ſhort Anſwer to his Objection, re- 'I 
ferring for the reſt to the Tryal itſelf. is 

It is well known that the Jews reckoned their 
Time incluſive; in their Computation of 
Days, the firſt Day and the laſt were includ- 1 
ed in the Number. From one Sabbath to t | 
another they reckoned eight Days, and this Fj 
when the Computation begun at the Cloſe of | 
the firſt, and ended at the very Beginning of 
the ſecond. And yet in this Caſe there can- 
not be more than fix ſolar Days and ſevenNights ; 
and conſequently there is the very ſame Defici- 
ency of two Days and a Night, which the Con- 
fiderer charges upon the Account given of Chriſt's 
Reſurrection. Three Nights and three Days, or 
three vuxh ite, were in common Language the 1 
ſame as three Days: They were equivalent Ex- - 
preſſions and uſed the one for the other. i} 


* So forty Days and forty Nights, an Expreſſion often 
repeated in the Old Te/ftament and the New, was the fame 


K St, Luke 


. 

St. Luke ſays, the Child Jeſus was not 
circumciſed, till eight Days were accompliſhed ; 
as ſtrong an Expreſſion, one would think, as 
eight Days and eight Nights; and yet the Birth 
might, according to the known Way of reckon- 
ing in this Caſe, be at the Cloſe of the firſt, 
and the Circumciſion at the Beginning of the 
laſt. Again; The Words after three Days 
are very full and expreſſive, and how are we to 
underſtand them? The chief Prieſts will in- 
form us. Sir, ſay they to Pilate, we remember 
that Decerver ſaid, while he was yet alive, Af- 
ter three Days I will riſe again; and yet their 
Demand is that the Sepulchre be guarded only 
till the third Day. He has here the Authority 
of his own Friends, the chief Prieſts and Pha- 
riſees, that after three Days, and till the third 
Day, are equivalent Expreſſions, and were fo u- 
ſed and ſo underſtood in the common Language 
of the Country. We have then the concurrent 
Evidence of the chief Prieſts and the Diſciples, 
and that too in a Point, which neither of them 
could miſtake ; unleſs you can ſuppoſe them 
not to underſtand the Language of their own 
People. How the Expreſſions, three Days and 
three Nights, after three Days, on the third 
Day*, are to be underſtood, Chriſt himſelf has 


as forty Days; the firſt Day and the laſt being each 
reckoned as a complete wz0ypuezw, or Night and Day, 
though only a Portion of it. 

» Chap. ii. 21. 

* The 7ews, tis plain, were not accurate to the Let- 


exactly 
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expreſly ſhewn long enough before his Death 
and Reſurrection: I do Cures to day and to 


ter in their Reckoning of Time. I ſhall give the Rea- 
der one Inſtance amongſt many to be found in the 
Scriptures. It is 2 Kings xviil. 9, 10. And it came to 
paſs in the fourth Year of King Hezekiah (which was 
the ſeventh Tear of Hoſea Son of Elah King of Iſrael) that 
Salmaneſer King of Aria came up againſt Samaria and 
beſieged it ; and at the End of three Years took it. What can 
be ſtronger or more preciſe, than this appears to be? 
Would the Reader imagine it could mean any thing leſs 
than three Years complete? And yet it is certainly not 
ſo to be underſtood ; for after the Words at the End of 
three Years, it follows immediately, even in the ſixth Year 
of Hezekiah (that is, inthe ninth Year of Hoſea) Samaria 
was taken. Now it is evident to ſight, that if at the End 
of three Years was intended to ſignify three Years com- 
plete, Hezekiah muſt have been in his ſeventh, and Hoſea 
in his tenth Year, when Samaria was taken. —After all, our 
Saviour himſelf is the beſt Interpreter of his own Language. 
in the many Predictions of his Reſurrection the moſt 
uſual Expreſſion is the third Day, ſometimes it is after 
three Days, and once three Days and three Nights, in 
which cate the Expreſſion ſeems to be varied for no other 
Reaſon than to accommodate it to the Language and 
Story of Jonas. Can it now be ſuppoſed, that ſpeaking 
of the ſame Event, he does not mean the ſame Note of 
Time, though the Expreſſion is a little varied? If then 
one of the Expreſſions happens to be clear, the natural 
and rational Way is to explain the reſt by it. Now this 
Expreſſion the third Day has nothing of Obſcurity in it 
and conſequently will help us to underſtand the reſt. f 
would fain know what view our Saviour could poſſibly 
have in applying theſe ſeveral Expreſſions to the ſame 
Event, as implying the ſame Note of Time? or what 
Intereſt the Apoſtles could have in publiſhing it to the 
World, had they not been the common Language of the 
Country, well known, and well underſtood by every one, 
as meaning one and the lame thing? Such a Conduct 
K 2 morrow 


| ( 68 ) 
morrow, and the third Day T ſhall be perfefted * 
exactly conformable to the Caſe of a Perſon taken 
ill one Day, being blooded the ſecond, and 
dying the third, as ſtated in the Tryal ©, 

Neither Feus nor Heathens of old ever ob- 
jected, that the Reſurrection fell out too ſoon 
for the Prediction; or that the Language of 
Scripture in this Point was not confiſtent. They 
knew very well it was the current Language 
of the Country, and the uſual Method of Com- 
putation, The Honour of ſtarting fuch Ob- 
jections, is reſerved for the wiſe Men of this 
Age; who, knowing little of ancient Uſages 
and Cuſtoms, are perpetually from their own 
Miſtakes raiſing ObjeCtions againſt the Goſpel, 
and ſuch as the ancient and more learned In- 
fidels would have been aſhamed of. 

But the Confiderer has another Difficulty yet 
behind, with regard to this Hiſtory of Jonas. 
The Prediction, he ſays, was not fulfilled, be- 
cauſe the Sign promiſed to be given was not given 
to thoſe it was promiſed to, i. e. to the evil and 
adulterous Generation, 

Where does the Confderer find the Promiſe 
he talks of? I can ſee no ſuch Promiſe in the 
Words referred to, Chriſt tells them no Sign 
ſhould be given, but that of the Prophet Jonas. 
What does he engage for here? that he would 


would only have expoſed both Maſter and Diſciples to 
Scorn and Contempt. See Biſhop Pearſon's Expoſition of 
the Creed, and Biſhop Ridder's Demonſtration of the Meſ- 
fras, upon this Article. 

Luke xiii. 35. © Page 48. 
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appear to them in Perſon after the Reſurrec- 
tion? There is not a Word about it. The 
Promiſe, if you will have it a Promiſe, was 


only that he would lie three Days in the Sepul- | 


chre. If this was not a Sign to the Jeu, nothing 
could be a Sign to them, for they had the Evi- 
dence of their ownEyes, and of theirownGuards. 

But this Part of the Goſpel-Hiſtory, the 
Conſiderer will not admit; and he thinks him- 
{elf able to prove the whole a Forgery. Let 
him ſpeak his own Senſe of this Matter ; That 
the Prieſts and Phariſees ſet no Watch, and that 
even the Diſciples themſelves were not forewarn- 
ed of their Maſter's riſing again, will more fully 
appear by the Facts which the Evangeliſis them- 

ſelves relate“. 

Let us now attend to the Reaſons, that are 
to ſupport this bold Undertaking. He firſt 
gives St. John's Account of the Care taken of 
the Body by Nicodemus ; who, together with 
Joſeph, took the Body of Jeſus and wound it in 
linen Cloths ith the Spices, and laid it in 
the Sepulchre *. 

Upon theſe Facts the Conſederer argues thus. 
He ſuppoſes, and very juſtly, that when the 
chief Prieſts placed a Guard on the Sepulchre, 
they took Care to fee that the Body was there ; 
and then ſays, / they ſaw the Body, they muſt 
needs fee how it was ſpiced, on preſerved for 
Reeping, i, it was done; they could not fee one 

without the otherf, It is to little Purpoſe to 
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diſpute theſe Circumſtances; it is ſufficient to 
ſhew, that his Obſervation is not ſupported 
by the Text he pretends to build on. St. John 
ſays, the Body with the Spices was wound up in 
linen Cloths; and without Doubt the Spices 
lay next the Body, and were covered by the 
linen Cloth; and the Corpſe bound in linen 
might be ſeen, without ſeeing the Spices. 
Suppoſe, however, that they ſaw the Spices, 
and how the Body was preſerved for keeping ; 
why then he ſays, Would they not then, being 
Witneſſes of that, have taken the Soldiers back, 
reſting contented that his Diſciples knew nothing 
of any Prophecy of his riſing again; and therefore 
could have no Deſign under that Pretence to ſteai 

away the Body, and report be was riſen ? 
500 is hard to make out the Senſe of this Reaſon- 
but if it has any, it ſtands upon theſe very 
abfure Suppoſitions, 1. That had the Diſciples 
expected a Reſurrection, they would not have 
buried the Body, according to the Cuſtom 
of the Country, with Spices, but would 
have ſaved that Expence as being unneceſſary. 
2. That this was a ſufficient Ground for the 
chief Prieſts to conclude, that the Diſciples 
expected no Reſurrection. 3. That they were 
governed in this Affair merely by what they 
knew or believed of the Sentiments of the 
Diſciples. As to the firſt of theſe Suppoſi- 
tions, the ſpicing or not ſpicing the Body could 
have no Influence on the Reſurrection ; and 
therefore the Diſciples could not be deter- 
mined 
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mined to add or omit Spices, by their believ- 
ing or not believing the Reſurrection. Had 
they expected fully that Jeſus would riſe, 
would that have A their ſhewing the 
common Reſpect to their Maſter, which all 
the Country did to their dead Friends? or 
could the Charge of Spices enter into the Con- 
ſideration of this Matter? 2. If there is no 
Shew of Probability, in ſuppoſing the Diſciples 
to be influenced in adding or omitting Spices, 
by their Expectation of a Reſurrection, there 
could be no Ground to conclude from their 
ſpicing the Body, that they did not expect a 
Reſurrection. 3. There is not the leaſt Inti- 
mation in the Goſpel, that the chief Prieſts 
knew the Opinion of the Diſciples in this Caſe, 
or that they would have conſidered it as of any 
Weight or Moment at all. They had heard 
of our Lord's Prophecy, that he would riſe 
again, and it filled them with great Anxiety; 
for to his great Power and wonderful Works 
they had been Witneſſes. As to the Diſciples, 
they had them in Contempt; and though, in 
order to frame a planfible Pretence to Pilate 
for having a Watch for the Sepulchre, they tell 
him of their Apprchenſions that the Diſciples 
might ſteal the Body; yet there is no Proba- 
bility that this Pretence was the true and only 
Ground for their Fear. You fee now how his 
firſt Demonſtration againit the Goſpel Hi- 

{tory comes out. 

His fecond is from the Behaviour of Mary 
] Magda- 
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Magdalene and the other Women, He fays, 
They knew to be ſure that Nicodemus had laid 
be Body in Spices; and yet Luke and Mark 
ſay they brought Spices early in the Morning, 
when the Sabbath was paſt, to anoint the Body. 
And if this was the Caſe, ſays he, what need 
had it of more? and fo infers that St. John's 
Account of Spices uſed by Nicodemus, and St. 
Mark's and St. Luke's of the Women bringing 
Spices afterwards, cannot be reconciled s. 


As the Corfiderer pretends here to argue from 
Facts related by the Evangeliſts, I would aſk 


him, Whence he had the Fact upon which all 


this Reaſoning depends? The Evangeliſts give 
him no ſuch Information. Nay, their Ac- 


count is inconſiſtent with it; for the Women 


were not preſent when Joſeph and Nicodemus 
bound up the Body with Spices ; nor does it ap- 


pear that they ſaw the Body after it was bound up; | 


if they did, they could not fee the Spices which 
were hid by the linen Winding-ſheet. St. 
Matthew ſays, the Women fat over againſt the 
Sepulchre ; St. Mark, that they beheld where 
the Body was laid, Had they been concerned 
in preparing the Body for Burial, would the 
Evangeliſts have ſeparated their Caſe from 
that of Joſeph and Nicodemus fo remarkably ? 
Would they have aſcribed the whole Care of 
the Body and the Funeral to the Men only, 
and ſaid no more of the Women, than that 


& Firſt Edit. p. 35. Third Edit, p. 26. 
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they ſaw where the Body was laid? Theſe 
Accounts plainly ſuppoſe that the Women 
were without watching, while the Body was 
preparing, and that when it was carried out to 
be buried, they went after to obſerve the Place 
where it was laid. St. Luke's Account is more 
expreſly ſo. His Words are, The Women fol. 
lowed after, and beheld the Sepulchre, and how 
the Body was laid. It is not, as at V 49. of 
the ſame Chapter, owaxzoas3ycraca, they went 
in Company with TFo/epb ; but zarazorg31oa- 
ra, they followed after him. The Evange- 
liſt adds, :Jtaoavro 79 :e nas we erty T0 
ray wg does not ſignify, as the Confiderer 
underſtands it, quo modo but quod; and the Paſ- 
ſage is not to be rendered 99 modo pofitum eſt, 
but quod pojitum, or ſepultum ® eft corpus, i. e. 
they came to the Sepulchre, and ſaw that the 
Body was buried. . 

But allowing for once, that the Women 
knew what had already been done to the Body, 
what then ? They could not but know that all 
vas done in great haſte, in a tumultuary Man- 
ner. And will the Corfaderer pretend to fay, 


that as much had been done by Joſeph and 


Nicodemus, as was uſual or neceſſary to be 
done ? and that the whole Ceremony was al- 
ready compleated ? 'This is more than appears 
from the Evangeliſts, and much more than in 
the Nature of the Thing is poſſible to be true. 


Inſtances in the New Teſtament are frequent, where 
he is uſed in this Senſe. 
L No 
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No Nation was more careful of their Dead | 


than the Jews. The Body was firſt to be 


waſhed all over and cleaned with much Care, 
and afterwards to be anointed. But in regard 


to Chriſt's Body, there was not Time before | 


the Sabbath to perform even thus much of the 
Ceremony, When it was taken down from 
the Croſs, the Evening was coming on; and it | 


was not yet dark, when it was left in 'the Se- : 


pulchre *. 
'Fhe F uneral Ceremony, tis plain, was not, 
nor could already be compleated. Offices of 


this ſolemn Kind, eſpecially for Perſons of 


Character and Diſtinction, were not uſed to be 


performed the Moment they were dead, nor | 
to be huddled up in ſo haſty and negligent a | 
Manner. Moſes informs us that, when Jacob | 


was embalmed, no leſs than forty Days were 
employed in the Operation d. And Herodotus | 


(whoſe Authority perhaps the Philoſopher may | 


like better) tells us, that amongſt the Egyptians, 


from whom the 2 borrowed that Practice, 
no leſs than ſeventy Days were required to 


compleat ite. 


Jofe ph and 3 :codemus intended, no doubt, 
to interr the Body of Chriſt, in a Manner 


agrecable to the 3 they had of his Dig- 


nity and Character, No leſs than an hundred | 
Pound Weight of Spices and Perfumes were 


* Compare Matt. xxvii. 57. with Luke xxiil. 54 


Gen. |. 3. © Herod. ib. ii. 
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procured for this Purpoſe ; not wholly to be 
employed in preparing the Body, as the Con- 
derer ſeems to imagine, but to be burnt both 
before and after it was laid in the Sepulchre, and 


to be ſpent in a Manner well known to thoſe, 


who are at all acquainted with Antiquity, The 
Sepulchre in which the Body was laid, was 
probably not that in which it was to be finally 
depoſited. It was wrapped up with ſome of 
the Spices, and laid there for preſent Conve- 
nience only , becauſe it happened to be near 
the Place of Crucifixion ; and becauſe the Sab- 
bath was ſo near, that it was impoffible to 
carry it further. The Funeral Ceremonies 
were reſerved to be performed after the Sab- 
bath, had not Providence prevented it by a 
more wonderful Event. 

Whether the Women were acquainted 
with the little that had already been done 
to the Body is indeed nothing to the Pur- 
pole. They knew where it had been de- 
polited, and they knew probably that it was af- 
terwards to be removed, They came there- 
fore early in the Morning to pay their laſt Re- 
ſpects to it, by anointing and perfuming it; 
a common Method of thewing Reſpect to 
Perſons of Dignity and Diſtinction both living 
and dead. 

What poſſible Foundation then is there for 
the Confiderer's abſurd Suggeſtions? © That 
* there is no Dependance on Goſpel Hiſtory; 


147 


4 John xix. 41. 
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*© that the Evangeliſts contradict one another 
“ in this Point; that the Women had ſeen 
**© the Body laid in Spices, and that there was no 
** Occaſion for more.” Inſtead of convicting 
the Evangeliſts of contradicting one another, 
he has only betrayed his own extreme Igno- 
rance in Scripture and Antiquity; and that too 
in a Caſe fo common and obvious, that a 
Man muſt take ſome Pains to miſtake it. 

His next Demonſtration againſt St. Mat- 
thew's Account of 'guarding the Sepulchre, is 
from theſe Words of the Women, Who ſhall 
roll away the Stone from the Door of the Sepul- 
chre*? Which, he obſerves, they would not have 
aid, i they had known it was ſcaleds, and a 
Guard placed, And he thinks if there was 
indeed a Watch, it is impoſſible the Women 
ſhould be ignorant of it. I have conſidered 
the Account given by the Evangeliſts, and 
cannot ſee the leaſt Foundation for theſe Ima- 
ginations. The Body was laid in the Sepul- 
chre in the Evening of Friday; the Women 
went from thence and bought Spices, and on 
the Sabbath (or Saturday) they reſted without 
ſtirring from home®, On the Sabbath (while 


the Women were confined at home) the | 


Guards were placed, Early the next Morning 
the Women go directly from home to the Se- 
pulchre, expecting to find it as they left it, 


Mark xvi. 3. s Firſt Edit. p. 36. Third Edit. p. 27. 
Luke xkxiii. 56. | | 
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with a Stone at the Mouth, too large and hea- 
yy for them to move; and therefore they ſay, 
Who ſhall roll away the Stone? The Confiderer 
ſays, F theſe Things (i. e. placing a Guard, 
&c.) had been done, bow is it poſſible but they 
muſt have known them? ] cannot apprehend how 
it was poſſible they ſhould know them. I ſuppoſe 
he does not imagine that either the Roman 
Governor, or the chict Prieſts thought it neceſ- 
fary to inform theſe poor Women, what they 
were doing. But he thinks ſ public an Action 
muſt needs come to their Knowledge. Who 
ſhould carry it to them? It was the Sabbath 
Day, when others, as well as they, ſtaid at 
home; for which Reaſon it is very probable, 
that this Action was not publicly known on 
that Day. 

The Conſiderer goes on; beſides, nothing could 
be hid from the Diſciples; St. Matthew knew 
what the chief Prieſts and Rulers faid in their 
Privy Councili. How does this appear? Why 
St. Matthew ten or more Years afterwards, 
when the Secret was divulged, relates what the 
chief Prieſts did in Council; and from thence 
he infers, that St. Matthet knew every thing 
done in Council, at the Time of doing it. I am 
quite aſhamed to ſpend my own and Reader's 
Time thus impertinently. | 

But why do theſe Evangeliſts tell different 
Stories? What does the Conjiderer mean? 


i Fiſt Edit. p. 36. Third Edit. p. 27, * Ibid. 
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St, Matthew alone tells the Story of guarding 
the Sepulchre, The reſt are quite filent in 
that Point, but ſay nothing that is inconſiſtent 
with it. How then do they differ ? Is it not 
the moſt ufual thing in the World, for Hiſto- 
rians in reporting the ſame Fact, to relate ſome 
of them more, and ſome fewer Circumſtances, 
that attended it? And did ever any Man of 
common Senſe charge them with Inconſiſtency 
on that Account ? Suppoſe that in telling the 
Story of Edward II. one Hiſtorian ſhould con- 
clude with ſaying that he reſigned the Crown; 
and another ſhould be more particular, and 
give an Aecount of a Deputation ſent to him in 
form to take his Reſignation ; would the Cen- 
fiderer queſtion the Truth of the principal Fact, 
that he reſigned the Crown? The Cale is the 
fame here. The principal Facts, the Death, 
the Burial, the Reſurrection of Chrijt are at- 
teſted by all the Evangeliſts. In the Circum- 
ſtances of the Hiſtory ſome relate more, ſome 
fewer ; does this invalidate their Teſtimony in 
reporting the principal Facts, in which they 
entirely agree ? 

The Account given by St. Matthew, of 
guarding and ſealing the Sepulchre, is a very 
material Circumſtance, and was particularly ſo 
to the Jews; who had by this means of their 
own Contrivance, the moſt evident Demon- 
{tration of the only Sign intended them, the 
Sign of the Prophet Jonas. Our Lord told 
them, that they ſhouid have this Sign, and 
ſhould 
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ſhould know that the Son of Man was three 
Days and three Nights in the Heart of the 
Earth, Had they been contented with ſeeing 
him crucified and buried, and concerned them- 
ſelves no farther, I know not how they would 
have had the Evidence of his being three Days 
in the Earth, But by the ſecret working of 
Providence, they themſelves furniſh out the 
Evidence. They guard the Sepulchre, and 
their own Guards report, that it was by irre- 
ſiſtible Power from above opened, and the 
Priſoner releaſed, on the third Day. 

St. Matthew, by the concurrent Teſtimony 
of all Antiquity, wrote his Goſpel for the Uſe 
of the Hebrews particularly ; and this Story of 
guarding the Sepulchre, being an Evidence of 
the Completion of a Prophecy, given to that 
Nation in particular, ſeems to be the Reaſon 
why he relates it ſo punctually. Whoever will 
read St, Matthew's Goſpel, and compare it at- 
tentively with other Goſpels, will fee ſo many 
internal Marks to confirm the Report of Anti- 
quity, that he wrote for the Uſe of his Country- 
men, that he will have little Reaſon to doubt it. 
And ſince one Evangeliſt only has mentioned 
this Circumſtance of guarding the Sepulchre, 
how providential was it, that we have the Ac- 
count in that Goſpel, which was written for 
the Jeus particularly? When this Goſpel was 
publiſhed, there were Thouſands living in that 
Country, who knew and could inform others 
of the Circumſtances reported by St. Matthew, 
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And is it credible that St. Matthew would have 
publiſhed this Account in 7udea itſelf, where, 
if falſe, it muſt undoubtedly have been de- 
tected. If this Story had appeared firſt in an 
Hiſtory publiſhed among the Heathens, at a 
great Diſtance from Fudza, the Infidels would 
have triumphed and told us, that the Hiſtorian 
took the Advantage of telling the People a 
ſtrange Story, but took Care to lay the Scene 
of it at a Place, where it was not likely they 
ſhould ſend to make Enquiries. We ſhould 
then have been atked, why the Story was not 
told in the Goſpel intended for the Uſe of the 
Fews particularly, who had proper means to 
examine the Truth of it. Well then; the 
Story happily was publiſhed in Tudza itſelf, 
and being found in St. Matthew's Goſpel, is an 
Appeal to the whole Nation of the Tews for 
the Truth of the Fact, and probably made 
whilſt many were living, who were concerned 
in the Tranſaction. 

That St. Matthew reports this Story, and 
the other Evangeliſts omit it, is not a ſingular 
Caſe. St. Matthew's View in writing for the 
Jews, ſhows itſelf in other like Inſtances. The 
Maſſacre of the Infants by Hered is reported hy 
St, Matthew only, and for the ſame Reaſon ; 
becauſe it was a Fact of peculiar Moment to 
the Fews, as it ſhewed the Senſe of the Nation 
in expecting the Meſſiah at the very Time 
when Chriſt was born, as it was the Comple- 
tion of a Prophecy ſet forth in their own Scrip- 

tures 
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tures, and as it was a Fact that happened at 
their-own Door, in which they could not be 
impoſed on. | 

For a like Reaſon St, Matthew quotes many 
Prophecies, and applies them to the Meſſias in 
a way well known and underſtood by the Fews, 
but in a way unknown to the Gentiles, and 
therefore they appear not in the other Go- 
ſpels. 
780 again the Genealogies of Chriſt in St. 
Luke and St. Matthew appear at firſt Sight to 
be very different, but are entirely reconcileable 
by conſidering for whoſe uſe the two Goſpels 
were intended: St. Matthew's for the Fews ; 
St. Luke's for the Gentiles. There were two 
ways of reckoning Deſcents among the Jeus, 
one of them common to them and other Na- 
tions, by the Courſe of Deſcent from Father 
to Son; the other was by the legal Deſcent, 
eſtabliſhed in their Law ; according to which, 
if an elder Brother dyed without Iflue, and left 
a Widow, the next Brother was to take her 
to Wife; and their firſt born Son was in Law 
the Son of the eldeſt Brother, and ſucceeded 
to his Eſtate. It is manifeſt that theſe Genea- 
logies muſt meet in the common Anceſtor, for 
Brothers Children have the ſame Grandfather. 
Now St. Luke writing to the Gentiles, deduces 
the Genealogy of Chriſ in the way underſtood 
by them, ſecundum jus ſanguinis. St. Matthew 
writing to the Jews, follows the Method by 
which the Right of Succeſſion was governed 
M among 


(82) 

among the Jews, and draws out the Genealogy 
according to the legal Deſcent. "Theſe In- 
ſtances, and many others that might be given, 
ſhew how little Weight there is in objecting 
againſt a Piece of Hiſtory, becauſe it appears 
but in one, or ſometimes but in two of the four 
Evangeliſts. 

At Page 28, &c. of the third Edit. and 37, 
Sc. of the firſt, the Conſiderer ſpends a great 
deal of Paper and Pains, to confute ſome Ima- 
ginations, in which no body is concerned but 
himſelf. He takes it for granted that the Jews, 
to account for their guarding the Sepulchre, 
muſt act upon one or other of theſe Perſua- 
Hons ; they muſt either be fully ſatisfied that 
Chrift would riſe again; and then he ſays, it 
was to no Purpoſe to guard the Sepulchre in 


order to prevent it: or they muſt be fully ſa- 


tisfied that he would not riſe again ; and then 
there was no Reaſon, he ſays, to be appre- 
henſive of a fraudulent Reſurrection. It is 
hardly poſſible that either of theſe ſhould be 
their real Caſe. They were anxious and ſo- 
licitous about this Event; alarmed and con- 
founded with recollecting his Miracles, and the 
Prophecies of his riſing from the Dead; unable 
to ſatisfy their own Doubts, or to calm the 
Miſgivings of their own Minds. Sometimes 
they imagined that poſſibly he might riſe; 
ſometimes perhaps that the Diſciples might 
ſecrete the Body, and tell the People ſtrange 


Stories, How to extricate themſelves they 
| knew 
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knew not; and therefore they apply to Pilati 
for a Guard, in hopes of finding ſome Relief 
in their Diſtreſs, as Men in Diſtreſs are ready 


to take any thing for a Remedy. But that 
they had as much Leiſure, and as much cool 
Infidelity, as the Conſiderer had, when he ar- 
gued their Cauſe for them, is utterly incredi- 
ble; and were they to give an Account for 
themſelves, they would hardly plead their own 
Cauſe, as this wiſe Advocate, without attend- 
ing to the Situation they were in, has done for 
em. 

The Conduct of the Jewiſh Rulers, with 
regard to our Saviour, was the more likely to 
be wrong, becauſe they judged and acted 
upon wrong Maxims, They were ſo poſſeſſed 
with the Expectation of a Meſſiab with tem- 
poral Power, that no Reaſon could perſuade 
them that Cbriſt was the Perſon, who pretend- 
ed to no ſuch Power; and upon this Notion 
they were ſo refolutely determined to oppoſe 
his Pretenſions, that no Evidence could con- 
vince them, that his Claims were juſt. The 
People however were not ſo inſenſible as their 
Leaders; convinced by his Wonders, and en- 
gaged by the many Acts of Benevolence he 
daily did, they followed him in great Numbers. 
The Governours concerned and enraged to ſee 
the People thus deluded, as they called it, by a 
Pretender, determined to put an End to his 
Pretenſions, by putting an End to his Life. 
Accordingly they had him apprehended, accu- 
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ſed of Blaſphemy againſt God, and Treaſon a- 
gainſt Cæſar, and publickly executed. But 
the Danger was not yet over. He propheſied 
in his Lite-time, that he ſhould rife again in 
three Days, and we have ſhewn before, that 
they had now Reaſon to be alarmed at this 
Prophecy. The Works done in his Lite, 
compared with the amazing Scene that was 
opened at his Death, muſt needs fill them with 
Doubts and Fears. 'They could not tell but 
ſome extraordinary Power might poſſibly exert 
itſelf in Behalf of one, at whoſe Agonies all 
Nature ſeemed to ſympathize : Or if after all 
he ſhould ſhould prove to be an Impoſtor, they 
imagined, or pretended to imagine, that the 
Diſciples might take Advantage of this Situation 
of Things, and contrive to carry on the Cheat ; 
that they might poſſibly remove the Body out 
of Sight, and give out that the Prophecy was 
fulfilled. Thus the Deluſions of the People, 
though checked awhile by his Death, might 
break out afreſh, and become more rivetted 
and confirmed by a ſuppoſed Reſurrection; 
and ſo the laſt Error be worſe than the firſt, 
To quiet their own Minds therefore, and to 
be fully ſatisfied about the Event, a Guard of 
Soldiers is placed at the Sepulchre. But on the 
third Day they are frighted from their Poſt by 
an Angel and an Earthquake, fly into the 
City, and make their Report to the chief 
Prieſts. The chief Prieſts well knew what 
Effect this Report would naturally have on the 

5 Minds 
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Minds of the People, if fairly made; to pre- 


vent which they reſolve in the firſt Place to 
publiſh a Story of their own; and therefore, 
with a rich Bribe in hand, and a full Aſſurance 
of Indemnity, they prevail with the Watch to 
be ſilent as to what they had ſeen at the Se- 
pulchre, and to give out that the Diſciples ſtole 
away the Body, whilſt they were aſleep. 

But to juſtify the Credit of this Piece of 
Hiſtory, we muſt, it ſeems, anſwer all the 
Imaginations of the Confiderer ; who has given 
his Judgment upon the Part acted by the 
Guards and the chief Prieſts, and is of Opi- 
nion that neither of them could do what the 
Hiſtory aſcribes to them. He has ſummed up 
his Reaſoning at Page 48. firſt Edit. and Page 
38. third Edit. It is amazing at the Guard 
at the Sepulchre ſhould be terrified almoſt to 
Death, with aſtoniſhing Wonders, and the high 
Priefts and Rulers believe them, yet theſe Things 
ſhould have no more Effect upon them than if they 
bad not believed them. 

Little Dealers in Hiſtory and Politicks are 
never more contemptible, than when they at- 
tempt to aſlign Reaſons for or againſt plain 
Facts, reported by Writers of Credit. The 
Actions of a great General have been ſometimes 
called in queſtion, becauſe a little Smatterer in 
military Affairs conceives the Schemes not to 
have been well laid, or not well conducted; 


e Firſt Edit. p. 48. Third Edit. p. 38. 
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and then full of his own Wiſdom he ſays, 
Could any great General act ſo? Upon the 
Strength of which Reaſoning he concludes the 
Hiſtory to be falſe. There are two ſmall 
Faults in this Way of arguing, firſt, that he 
who reaſons ſo, takes it for granted that he is 
able to judge wiſely i in the Caſe himſelf, which 
often happens to be otherwiſe. Secondly, that 
Men in all Cafes act wiſely and reaſonably, 
which ſeldom is the Caſe, 

But let us hear in the firſt Place what the 
Confiderer has to ſay for the Guards. 

'Tis flrange, unaccountably ftrange] that 
thoſe Soldiers, who were juſt now almoſt firuck 
dead with Terror, ſhould loſe the Impreſſions ſo 
eafily and ſo ſoon, which it had made upon them, 
ohich juſt before ſcarce left them Power to fy 
from the deadly Fright which an Earthquake and 
an Angel had put them in! — that for Money 
they ſhould all agree together to lift themſelves in 
the Prieſts Service to fight againſt God, when 
by ſo doing they might expect ſome heavy Fudg- 
ment to fall upon them; but by affirming the 
Truth boldly, conceive reaſonable Hopes of being 
Captains in the Meſſiah's viclorious Army, which 
was to conquer all Nations 

Let us now conſider the Grounds upon 
which he builds. He ſuppoſes theſe common 
Soldiers, who were Heathens, and bred up to 
deſpiſe the Religion of the Jets above all 


» Firſt Edit. p. 44. Third Edit. p. 34. 
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others, to be perſuaded, that, when they took a 
Bribe of the chief Prieſts, they liſted themſelves 
to fight againſt God — and that they might expect 


ſome heavy Judgment, and that by acting other- 


wiſe, they might have reaſonable Hopes of being 
Captains in the Meſliah's viclorious F 
which was to conquer all Nations, How 
comes the Confiderer to furniſh the Soldiers 
with theſe Sentiments? Does he imagine that 
a Fright would make them forget all the Re- 
ligion of their own Country at once, and turn 
Jeus, and firm Believers in the God of the 

ews ? and that it would give them the ſame 
Opinion of the Meſſiab which the Fews had; 
and make them think Jeſus to be the Meſſiah, 
and fill them with Expectation of Employ- 
ments under him ? Nothing ſurely can be 
more out of Character, But however, they 
were terrified ; and the Con/iderer thinks it 
ſtrange, * they ſhould loſe the Impreſſion ſo eafily 
and ſo ſoon. What Impreſſion does he mean? 
If he means the Sentiments, which he has 
aſcribed to them, I am perſuaded they did not 
loſe them, for they never had them. The 
Roman Soldiers very probably knew nothing 
more, than that they were appointed to watch 
the Sepulchre, that the Body might not be 
removed, and that they were acquainted with 
the Character and Pretenſions of the Perſon 
lying in the Grave, there is not the leaſt Rea- 
ton to ſuſpect; much leſs had they any Ex- 
pectation of being diſturbed by inviſible Powers þ 
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and when they were diſturbed, what Probabi- 
lity is there in making them reaſon immediate- 
ly like Fews, and to think of God and his 
Meſfiah, as if they had been his Diſciples ? But 
ſuppoſe them (if you pleaſe) to have ſome Tin- 
cture of Religion; ſuppoſe too they believed 
with the Centurion at the Crucifixion, that 
Chriſt was indeed a righteous Man; and yet 
farther, that he was particularly favoured of 
the Gods; what is all this to the Purpoſe ? If 
he was a Favourite of the Gods, it was the 
Gods of his own Country, with whom they ima- 
gined they had nothing to do. They had Gods 
of their own, to whom they were bound, and 
whom they ſerved, it they ſerved any Gods at all. 
As to the Jewi/h Religion, if they thought any 
thing of it, they thought with the reſt of the 
Heathens that it was the worlt of Superſtitions. 
It remains then only that the Soldiers were 
ſcared and terrified by a ſurprizing Sight. And 
where is the Wonder, that, when the Fright 
was over, they ſhould be what they were be- 
fore, mere common Soldiers; and ready to 
take Money, which was to be earned at ſo 
cheap a Rate, as reporting a Story made for 
them by the chief Prieſts ? It was, all one to 
them who moved the Body; they were unaf- 
fected with the Conſequences that alarmed the 
chief Prieſts; and, I dare ſay, ready Money 
outweighed all Hopes, the Confiderer has given 
them, of getting Commiſſions under the Jewish 
Meſſiah, 
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In the next Place he undertakes the Cauſe of 
the chief Prieſts, and to prove that the Part 
aſſigned to them in the Goſpel Hiſtory, is a 
weak one, and a wicked one ; and thence he 
concludes they neither did nor could act that 
Part, and that the Account of it is forged. 
The firſt Part of his Taſk is indeed an eaſy 
one ; for the chief Prieſts ated very fooliſhly 
and very wickedly ; but I am in ſome Pain for 
his Conſequence, Will he maintain that no 
Men act wickedly or weakly? or though 
many do, yet the chief Prieſts never did or 
could ? I doubt he will be at a full Stop here. 
But let us hear him. The Prieſts, he ſays, as 
ell as the People, were credulous of Miracles, 
being nurſed up in the Belief of them, which 
when attefted by their own Party, Perſons whoſe 
Veracity they could depend upon (not the flying 
Reports of a giddy Mob) muſt have prevented 
them from doing what tis here pretended they 
aide. 

But why ſhould the chief Prieſts be more 
affected by Miracles, atteſted by their own Party, 
i. e. the Guards, than by thoſe which they 
ſaw themſelves ? Many ſuch there were, ſome 
of them I have already mentioned ; but how 
were they affected by them? Did they not ſeek 
the Life of Jeſus for raiſing Lazarus, and the 
Life of Lazarus that he might not live a Wit- 
neſs of the Power of Jeſus? Did they not ad- 
mit the Miracles, and yet aſcribe them to the 
Power of Beelzebub ? And might they not with 


© Firſt Edit. p. 45. Third Edit, p. 35. 
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the ſame Reaſon aſcribe all the Guards report- 
ed to be done at the Sepulchre to the ſame 
Power ? | 
If it be ſufficient to ſet aſide the Authority 
of the Goſpel, becauſe it repreſents the chie! 
Prieſts acting unreaſonably, the ſame Argu- 
ment will be too hard for the Credit of all the 
Hiſtories in Being ; for they all ſhow us Men 
acting with great Folly and great Wickedneſs, 
The Old Teſtament muſt doubtleſs follow the 
New ; for what is more unreaſonable than the 
Behaviour of the ancient Jews, after their won- 
derful Deliverance from Egypt? May not the 
Confiderer ſay, Had God ſo viſibly interpoſed for 
their Deliverance, it is impoſſible they ſhould 
rebel ſo ſoon as the Hiſtory ſays they did; and 
therefore the Hiſtory muſt be falſe ? But I leave 
this to conſider a Complaint of a much higher 
Nature. | 
The Angel, it ſeems, who was the Miniſter 
of God, and acted as by him directed, did ver) 
zmpolitickly in frightening away the Watch, be- 
fore Jeſus came out of the Sepulchre, fo that they 
could not be Witneſſes of his Reſurrettion d. How 
te knows that the Watch was terrified before 
Jeſus came out of the Sepulchre, I cannot tell; he] 
learns it not from the Goſpel. The Angel mov'd 
the Stone for the Sake of thoſe who came to the 
Sepulchre, that they might ſee, and report what 
they ſaw; our Lord certainly wanted not their 
Help. But why were the Angels impolitic? 
« Firſt Edit. p. 47. Third Edit. p 38. 
3 were 


( 91 ) 
were they to govern themſelves by the Politics of 
the Chief Prieſts, and follow their Meaſures ? Had 
God, or the Angels by his Direction appointed 
the Watch to be Witneſſes of the Reſurrection, 
and they had been ſcared away before the 
Time, the Objection would have laid: But 
how was God bound to give this Evidence to 
the Guards? Was it becauſe the Chief Prieſts 
had ſet the Watch? But what Right had they 
to preſcribe to God, who ſhould be Eye-Wit- 
neſſes of his Son's Reſurrection? The ſetting of the 
Watch and what followed was ſufficient to 
convince the Fews, that Jeſus, according to his 
own Prophecy, was three Days in the Heart of 
the Earth, and then releaſed. This Evidence 
roſe providentially out of their own Contrivance, 
to watch the Body ; but their Contrivance laid 
no Obligation on God, nor could it haſten or 
retard the Reſurrection, or have any Effect on 
the Manner of it. We find in the Goſpel, that 
very particular Care was taken by our Lord, to 
appoint choſen Witneſſes of the Reſurrection. 
To them he ſhewed himſelf alive, after the 
Reſurrection; to them were given Powers from 
on high to confirm this Evidence ; but where 
does the Confiderer read, that it was referred to 
the High Prieſts, or that they had any Right to 
appoint Witnefles in this Cate? If they had no 
Right to appoint them, no Injury was done in 
not admitting them. And yet after all, though 
the Confidererer thinks the Guards did not fee 
enough, they ſaw ſo much as to make their Re- 


Port of great Weight, had there not been an 
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incorrigible Obſtinacy in the Jew:/ Rulers; 
enough to awaken their Attention, and to call 
to their Remembrance the Sign of Jonas, which 
was to be given them; enough to raiſe 
{ſerious Reflections upon all the Miracles of Je- 
ſus, of which they had themſelyes been Eye- 
Witneſſes. 

III. 

We come now to conſider the Inconſiſtences, 
which the Conſiderer charges upon the Evange- 
liſts in the Account they give of the Circum- 
ſtances of the Reſurrection. One would ima- 
gine this Gentleman had never read any Piece of 
Hiſtory reported by different Writers; or any 
Tryal, whoſe Facts are proved by many Wit- 
neſſes; otherwiſe he would not have objected to 
the Relations of the Evangeliſts, merely becauſe 
{ome mention Circumſtances omitted by others, 
though all agree in the principal Facts to be 
proved ; and all the Circumſtances, though all 
not mentioned by each Writer, are per- 
fectly conſiſtent. For this is the Caſe of all 
Hiſtorians, who treat of the ſame Facts; and 
I am perſuaded, that, had the Goſpel Accounts 
with all their Varieties related to any Matter of 
civil Hiſtory, and been publiſhed under the 
Name of any Grecian or Roman Hiſtorians, 
theſe different Relations, inſtead of being 
thought Matter of Objection, would have been 
conſidered as confirming and eſtabliſhing each 
the other. Such Differences among Reporters 
of the ſame Fact, will always be found from 
the very Nature of Things. For all Facts be- 
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ing attended with many Circumſtances, and all 
of them not of equal Importance, Hiſtorians, 
according to their different Judgments, chooſe 
to report ſome more, ſome fewer of thoſe Cir- 
cumſtances. This, I ſay, muſt be the com- 
mon Caſe, where Hiſtorians write without Re- 
card to each other; but it muſt neceſſarily be 
ſo, where a later Hiſtorian publiſhes an Ac- 
count on Purpoſe to ſupply the Defects or O- 
miſſions of thoſe before him; for then his very 
Deſign is to add {uch Things or Circumſtances, 
as the others had either totally neglected or im- 
perfectly related. 

The Four Goſpels were not publiſhed at the 
ſame Time, nor can the preciſe Date of the 
Publication of each of them be aſcertained. 
St. Matthew by the general Conſent of Anti- 
quity is taken to be firſt, and to have been pub- 
liſhed not many Years after our Saviour's Cru- 
cifixion. St. Mark and St. Luke came next in 
Order. After all, and long after all came St. 
ohn's Goſpel, publiſh'd in an extreme old Age, 
and not above a Year before his Death. His 
Intention was, as all Antiquity bears Witneſs, 
to compleat the Hiſtory of our Saviour, by ad- 
ding what the other Evangeliſts had omitted, 
and enlarging what they had conciſely related. 

This being the State of the Hiſtory, as con- 
tained in the Four Goſpels; the true Way of 
examining it is, to conſider the Accounts given 
by the three firſt Evangeliſts ſeparately (as be- 
ing the Accounts which lay before St. John, 
when he wrote his Goſpel) and then to com- 
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pare them with St. ohn. By which means 
we ſhall fee, what he left as he found it, and 
as wanting no Addition or Explanation ; and 
alſo what Additions or Explanations he thought 


proper to inſert ; and fo be able to judge upon the 
whole, whether the Hiſtorybe conſiſtent with itſelf, 


In order 


St. Matt. Chap. xxvill. 

1. In the End of the 
Sabbath, as it began to 
dawn towards the firſt 
Day of the Week, came 
Mary Magdalene, and the 
other Mary, to ſee the 
Sepulchre. 

2. And behold there 


was Aa great Earthquake; 


for the Angel of the Lord 
deſcended from Heaven, 
and came and rolled back 
the Stone from the Door, 
and ſat upon it. 

3. His Countenance Was 
Ae Lightening, and his 
Raiment white as Snom. 

4. And for fear of him 
the Keepers did ſhake, and 
became as dead Men. 


St. Mark, Chap. xvi. 


I. And when the Sab- 
bath was paſt, Mary 
Magdalene, and Mary the 
Mother of James and Sa- 
lome, had brought Spices 
that they might come, and 
anoint him. 

2. And very early in 
the Morning the firſt Day 
of the Week, they came 
to the Sepulchre, at the 
riſing of the Sun. 

3. And they ſaid among 
themſeFves, Who ſhall roll 
us away the Stone from 
the Door ef the Sepul- 
chre ? 

4. And when they 
looked, they faw that the 
Stone was rolled away, 


5. And the Angel an- for it was very great. 
fevered and ſaid unto the 
Women, Fear not ye, for 
I know that ye ſeek Jeſus, 
awwhich was crucified. 

6. He is not here: For 
he is riſen as he ſaid : 


5. And entring into the 
Sepulchre, they ſaw a 


young Man ſitting en the 
right Side, clothed in a 


long white Garment, and 
they were affrighted, 
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In order to give the Reader the Light, which 
I think will ariſe from this Method, I will lay 
before him the Account of the three Evange- 
liſts of what paſſed at the Sepuchre ; and then 
conſider what the Difference between them is; 
and laſtly compare them with St. John's Ac- 
count, and conſider how the Difference will 
then ſtand, upon the Foot of the Additions or 1 
Explications given by him. 
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St. Luke, Chap. xxiv. 


1. Now upon the firſt 
Day of the Week, very 
early in the Morning, they 
came unto the Sepulchre, 

Bringing the Spices, which 
they had prepared, and 
certain others with them. 

2. And they found the 
Stone rolled away from 
the Sepulcbre. 

3. And they entered 
in, and found not the 
Body of the Lord Feſus. 

4. And it came to paſs 
as they were much per- 
plexed thereabout, behold 
two Men flood by them 
in ſhining Garments. 

5. And as they were 
afraid, and bowed down 
their Faces to the Earth, 
they ſaid unto them, Why 
ſeek ye the Living among 
dhe Dead? 
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Come ſee the Place where 
the Lord lay. 

7. And go quick, and 
tell his Diſciples, that he 
is riſen from the Dead; 
and behold he goeth before 


you into Galilee, there 


hall ye ſee him; lo, I have 
told you. 

8. And they departed 
quickly from the Sepul- 
chre, with Fear and great 
Fey, and did run to bring 
his Diſciples Word. 

9. And as ibey went to 
tell his Diſciples, behold, 
Jeſus met them, ſaying, 
All Hail; and they came 
and held him by the Feet, 
and worſhipped him. 

10. Then ſaid Jeſus 
unto them, Be not afraid: 
go tell my Brethren, that 
they go into Galilee, and 


there ſhall they ſee me. 


St. Matt. Chap. xxviii. St. Mark, Chap. xvi, 


6. And he ſaith unto 
them, Be not affrighted : 
ye ſeek Feſus of Nazareth, 
which was crucified ; he 
is not here; behold the 
Place where they laid 
him. 

7. But go your Way, 
tell his Diſciples and Pe- 
ter, that he goeth before 
you into Galilee : There 
ſpall ye ſee him as he ſaid 
unto you. 

8. And they went out 
quickly, and fled from 
the Sepulchre : For they 
trembled and were amaz- 
ed : Neither ſaid they any 
thing to any Man: For 
they were afraid. 

9. Now when Jeſus 
was riſen early the firſt 
Day of the Week, he ap- 
peared firſt to Mary Mag- 
dalene, out of whom he 
had caſt ſeven Devils. 

10. And ſhe went and 
told them that had been 
Ww:th him, as they mourn- 


ed and wept. 


11. And they, when 
they had heard that he 
was alive, and had been 
ſeen of her, believed not. 


St. 


St. Tule, Chap. xxiv. 


6. He is not here, but 
is riſen : Remember how 
he ſpake unto you, when 
he was yet in Galilee, 


7. Saying, The Son of 


Man muſt be delivered in- 
to the Hands of ſinful 
Men, and be crucified, 
and the third Day riſe 
again. | 

8. And they remember- 
ed his Words, 

9. And returned from 
the Sepulchre, and told all 
theſe things to the Eleven, 
and all the reſt. 

10. It was Mary Mag- 
dalene and Joanna, and 
Mary the Mother of 
James, and other Women 
that were with them, 
which told theſe things 
unto the Apoſiles. 

11. And their Words 


ſeemed to them as idle 


Tales, and they believed 
them not. 

12, Then aroſe Peter, 
and ran unto the Sepul- 
hre, and ſtooping down, 
he beheld the Linen Cloths 
laid by themſelves, and 
departed, wondering in 
himſelf at that which was 
come to paſs, 
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You ſee St. Matthew is the only one, who 


mentions the Earthquake, and the Angels de- 
ſcending to roll away the Stone. As the reſt ſay 
nothing of it, it is very abſurd to ſay, as the Cor- 
fiderer does, that they contradict it. I ſhall 
only therefore obſerve upon this Part, that our 
Engliſh Tranſlation is not exact; for after re- 
lating the coming of the Women to the Se- 
pulchre, it follows, and behold there was a great 
Earthquake, &c. which may lead the Reader 
to imagine, that the Earthquake happened, 
whilſt the Women were at the Sepulchre 
which it did not. St. Matthew was to account 
for the Womens finding the Stone rolled, and 
therefore inſerts what happened juſt before their 
coming ; and his Words ſhould be render'd, 
and behold there had been an Earthquake, &c. 

It you compare theſe three Evangeliſts toge- 
ther in other Reſpects, the Difterence between 
them will lye in theſe Particulars. 

I. St. Mark and St. Luke ſay, the Women came 
early to the Sepulchre, bringing Spices to anoint 
the Body; St. Matthew ſays they came early 
to the Sepulchre, but fays nothing of their 
bringing Spices. 

2. St. Matthero ſays, the two Marys came 
to the Sepulchre; St. Mark, the two Marys and 
Salome; St. Luke ſays, the Women who came 
from Galilee with him, and he tells us, V II. 
that they were the two Marys, Joanna, and 
other Women with them, 
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3. The three Evangeliſts agree that the Wo- 
men ſaw a Viſion ; St. Matthew ſays, an Angel; 
St. Mark, a young Man; St. Luke, two Men, 
whom M 23. he calls two Angels. | 

4. St. Matthew and St. Mark agree in the 
Meſlage ſent by the Angels to the Diſciples, that 
he would go before them into Galilee. St. 
Luke does not mention this Meſſage expreſily, 
but that the Angels remind the Women of 
what Fe/us had ſaid, being with them in Galilee, 
of his Death and Reſurrection, 

Theſe Differences cannot be accounted for by 
any Thing added in the Goſpel of St. John; and 
therefore I ſhall poſtpone the Conſideration . 
of them, for the Sake of purſuing the View 
bciore me. 

The next and moſt material Difference occurs 
in the Account given of our Lord's appearing to 
Mary Magdalene. St. Mattheto ſays, that as the 
Women went from the Sepulchre to carry the 
Meſſage to the Diſciples, Jeſus met them, and 
gave them another Meſſage to the Diſciples. St. 
Mark, after concluding the Account of what 
paſſed at the Sepulchre ſays, Now when Teſus 
was riſen early the firſt Day of the Nec, he ap- 
feared firſt to Mary Magdalene. He does not 
mention this as Part of what happened at the 
Sepulchre, but as a new and diſtinct Account of 
itlelf. St. Luke gives no Account of our Lord's 
appearing to Mary, 

Theſe Accounts conſidered together, the Caſe 
will ſtand thus, Stop at St. Matthex's Account 
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of what paſſed at the Sepulchre, to the Wo- 
mens going with the Angels Meſſage to the 
Diſciples, which ends with y 8. and take St. 
Mark's Account without tacking to it the ſepa- 
rate Relation of the Appearance to Mary Mag- 
dalene, (which is indeed no Part of the Account 
as given by St. Mark of what happened at the 
Sepulchre) and then the three Accounts are 
(excepting the. ſmall Variations before men- 
tion'd, and hereafter to be accounted for) per- 


fectly conſiſtent. 


The Difficulty then remaining, is to account 
for St. Luke's ſaying nothing of this Appearance 
for St. Mark's ſpeaking of it as diſtin& from 
what happened at the Sepulchre ; for St. Mat- 
thew's placing it before he had accounted for 
the Delivery of the firſt Meſſage, and adding 
a ſecond Meſſage of like Import from Christ 
himſelf. 

The Difficulty with reſpect to St. Luke is not 
great; he has omitted the Appearance; for it came 
not within the Compaſs of what he propos'd to 
relate, as will appear preſently. Neither are St. 
Matthew and St. Mark, who relate this Ap- 
pearance, at Variance, They agree in the Ap- 
pearance, agree that it was early on the firſt 
Day of the Week ; St. Matthew ſays, it was as 
they went to tell the Diſciples ; and ſo it might 
be conſiſtently with St. Markt, for he has ſaid 
nothing to the contrary. Thus the Caſe would 
ſtand, had we only the Hiſtory as given by 
theſe three Evangeliſts. 

| When 
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When St. John wrote his Goſpel, he had 
Reaſon to enlarge the Account given of what 
aſſed at the Sepulchre, for the ſake of adding 
2 own Teſtimony, who had been himſelf an 
Eye-Witneſs ; which Teſtimony the other 
Evangeliſts had omitted. Compare St. John 
and St. Zuke together, and St. John plainly 
carries on the Account, where St. Luke left it. 
St. Luke relates how the Women went to the 
Sepulchre, ſaw Angels, receiv'd a Meſſage to 
the Diſciples ; that they delivered the Meſſage, 
and that Peter upon hearing it went away to 
the Sepulchre, and found every Thing to anſwer 
the Relation. Now St. John went and was a 
Witneſs of theſe Things as well as Peter; he 
leaves therefore St. Lues Account, (which was 
exact as to what happened before Peter went) 
as he found it; and carries it on by beginning 
with a clear and diſtinct Account of his own 
going with Peter to the Sepulchre. To intro- 
duce this Account he ſays, The firft Day of the 
Week cometh Mary Magdalene early, when it 
was yet dark, unto the Sepulchre ; and ſeth the 
Stone taken away from the Sepulchre. Then ſhe 
runneth and cometh to Simon Peter, and the other 
Diſciple whom Feſus loved, &c. He then gives 
an Account of what he and St. Peter obſerved of 
the State of the Sepulchre. It appears at V II. 
that Mary returned to the Sepulchre, and ſtaid 
there after him; that ſhe ſaw again a Viſion of 
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Angels, and faw Jeſus himſelf, who gave her 
a Meſſage to deliver to the Diſciples. 

Let us fee now how their Accounts will cor- 
reſpond together. | 

1. It is manifeſt that Mary went twice to the 
Sepulchre. 

2. That St. John gives no other Account of 
what paſſed at her firſt being there, except 
that ſhe found the Stone taken away from the 
Sepulchre, and this only as introductive to what 
he had to add further. 

3. That the Story of her firſt going, and what 
related to it, ended at the Relation ſhe made of 
what ſhe had ſeen, to Peter and John. 

4. That the Appearance of Fe/#s to her, and 
the Meſſage given to her, was at her ſecond be- 
ing at the Sepulchre. 

It comes out from theſe Lights given by St, 

on, 

7 1ſt, That St. Luke's Account related only 
to what happened at Mary's firſt going to the 
Sepulchre; for it ends at St. Peter's ſetting out 
to view the Sepulchre, where St. John begins. 

2dly. Since St. Luke's Account agrees with 
St. Matthew's and St. Mark's, in relating what 
paſſed at the Sepulchre, it follows that their 
Accounts are Relations of what paſſed only at 
Mary's firſt coming, 2. e. St. Matthew's Ac- 
count to Þ 8, incluſive, and St. Mars to 
y 8. incluſive. 

3ly. St. ohm having informed us, that Chri/? 
appeared to Mary, and delivered his Meſſage to 

her 
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her at her ſecond coming to the Sepulchre; it 
follows that what St. Matthew ſays . 9, 10. 
and St. Mark V. 9g, 10, 11. happened at her 
ſecond coming to the Sepulchre. 

Thus St. John's additional Account has given 
us a clear Order of the whole Tranſaction. 
And it appears that St. Luke conſidered the 
Women merely as Meſſengers of the News to 
the Diſciples ; and as ſoon as the Meſſage was 
delivered, and the Diſciples made acquainted 
with it, he proſecutes their Story no further, 
St. Mark in like Manner, but adds the Ap- 
pearance to Mary, as a diſtinct and ſeparate 
thing by itſelf. 

St. Matthew has given an Account of what 
happened at the firſt going to the Sepulchre ; 
and has alſo mentioned. the Appearance to 
Mary, which he has connected to the former 
Account as Part (and fo indeed it was) of the 
ſame Tranſaction. Had he mentioned this 
Appearance, as St. Marꝶ has mentioned it, 
without making any Connection between the 

Appearance and the Story of the firſt Viſit to 
the Sepulchre, there had been no Difficulty in 
this Part of the Caſe. 

The Difficulty there now is, ariſes from the 
Manner in which St. Matthew connects theſe 
two Parts together; he ſays, that Jeſus ap- 
peared to the Women, as they went to tell the 
Diſciples ; St. Fobn's Account is, that he ap- 
peared to Mary after the had delivered the 
Meſſage (not to the Diſciples, but) to himſelf 

and 
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and Peter, and had returned a ſecond Time to 
the Sepulchre. ws 

believe there are very few Hiſtories in the 
World, where Difficulties of this Sort, were 
they nicely enquired into, do not frequently oc- 
cur. Writers of Hiſtory, to make one Thread 
of Story, lay hold of any Circumſtances to 
make a Tranſition from one Fact to another. 
A little Agreement of the Facts in Place or 
Time often ſerves ; and we read in or near the 
fame Place, or about the ſame Time ſuch and 
ſuch Things happened; in which Exactneſs is 
\ not intended or expected. And had we no- 
f thing elſe to ſay upon the preſent Difficulty, it 
q would be ſufficient with reaſonable Men. 
i But as this ſeeming Diſagreement has been 
fo ſtrongly inſiſted on, I defire the Reader to 
! conſider the following Obſervations, 
1. St. Matthew's Account may very well 
j conſiſt with St. John's. St. Matthew does not 
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* ſay, the Women had delivered no Meſſage to 
Y the Diſciples, nor does St. John ſay they had 
i] delivered it to any but to himſelf and Peter. 
1 Conſider then; the Women, who received 
the Meſſage from the Angel at their firſt going 
to the Sepulchre, could not deliver it to the Diſ- 
ciples all at once ; for it is not to be ſuppoſed that 
they were all together fo early in the Morning: 
For which Reaſon the Women probably di- 
vided themſelves, and ſome went to ſome of 
the Diſciples, and ſome to others ; and that 
Mary Magdalene, and whoever elſe _— 

cr, 
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her, went, in the firſt Place, to Peter and Jobn 
to inform them, intending to go to others with 
like Notice. But when they found that Pe- 
fer and Jobm went directly to the Sepulchre, 
they did, as it was extremely natural 155 them 
to do, 24 after them, to A the Sepulchre, 
which had left in Fear, but very deſirous 
to view 2 again in Company of the Men, in- 
tending ſoon to return, and deliver the Meſ- 
ſage to the other Diſciples. Upon this Caſe, 
it is evident, they returned to the Se ulchre 
before they had delivered their Meſſy age, as 
they were required to do, to the Diſciples ; 
and St. Matthew might very well conſider the 
Appearance of Jeſus, as happening whilſt they 
were employed in carrying the firſt Meſſage. 
And this accounts likewiſe for our Saviour's 
giving them a ſecond Meſſage, much to the 
fame Purpoſe and Import as the firſt, 

2, There is no Reaſon to think, that St. 
Matthew's Words are to be taken fo ſtrictly, as 
to limit the Appearance of Feſus to the Wo- 
men, to the very Moment in which the 3 
ſed from the Sepulchre, with the firſt M: 
to the Diſciples. 

1. Becauſe there could not, from the firſt 
poing to the Sepulchre, to the End of the whole 
Account, including the Appearance to Mary, 
be more than an Hour at moſt employed ; and 
Facts, crouded ſo cloſe together, are ſcarcely 
ever reported under different Dates, 
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2. Becauſe St. Matthew, throwing the whole 
Tranſaction into one continued Story, would 
naturally confider no more than the general Or- 
der in which Things happened, without di- 
ſtinguiſhing the ſhort Time, which the whole 
took up, into different Periods. «oh 

3. Becauſe the Language, uſed by St. Mat- 
thew, does really import no more than the 
general Order in which things happened : He 
fays, ws eropevey|o aralytinu, as they were going 
to tell. You have, at ver. 11. the very tame 
way of ſpeaking, @oguouÞuy e avrov. It is the 
very ſame Note of Time ; for he ſpeaks of the 
Women's going with the Meſſage, and ſays, 
Now when they (the Women) were going, be- 
hold the Watch came into the City, and ſhewed 
the Chief Prieſts all the Things that were done. 
Can any one ſuppoſe, that the Evangeliſt means 
more, than that the Watch went to the City 
about the fame Time that the Women went 
to the Diſciples ? Or if it could poſſibly appear, 
that the Watch were really a Quarter of an 
Hour ſooner or later than the Women ; would 
this, in the Opinion of any Man living, im- 
peach the Credit of the Hiſtorian ? If any Per- 
fon defires more Inſtances of theſe Tranſitions, 
they occur frequently in St. Matthero, and in 
other Writers of the New Teſtament. 

As to the Order in which we have placed 
the Tranſactions at the Sepulchre, by Compa- 
viſon of the four Evangeliſts together; it is con- 


firmed and eſtabliſhed, beyond all Doubt, by 
| the 
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the Account | Which the two Diſciples, going 
to Ermimaus, give 6ur Saviour. This, lay they, 
is the third Day fince the Cr ucifxion ; yea, and 
certain Women alfo of our Company made us 45 
Reniſhed,” teich weere early at the & epulchre ; and, 
when they found not' his Body, they came, ſay? 
i, tht they had ſeen a Viſion of Angels, which 
ſaid, irlut he was alive. And certain of tbem 
that wire evith us, xvent to the Sepulchre, and 
found it even ſ as the Women had ſaid; but 
him they jaw not. Compare this with St. 
Loches own Account, and St. John's, as far as 
it relates to what himſelf and Peter did at the 
Sepulehre, and you will find the Facts report- 
ed in the ſame Order. Theſe two Diſciples 
left Feru/alem as ſoon as Peter and John had 
made their Report, and before Mary Magdalene 
had reported the Appearance of Chri/t'to her, 
or had delivered his Meſſage to the Diſciples: 
Which proves, that the Account, as it {ſtands 
in St. Matthero, including the Appearance to 
Mary Magdalene, was not toid to the Diſciples 
at once, but muſt be accounted for in the man- 
ner above-mentioned.” © Otherwiſe theſe two 
Diſciples muſt have known of the Appearance 
of Cbriſt, as well as of the other Circumſtances 
prior to it, which they ſo punctually relate. 

Vou ſee here plainly, that the two Diſciples, 
ſpeaking of the firſt Viſit the Women made to 
the Sepulchre, ſay, hey found not his Body; and 


* Luke xxiv. 21, e. 
3 thence 


( 108 ) 
thence the (Cnſiderer infers, they never ' ſaw 


him; expreſsly contrary to the Account 
given by St. Fobn, of their ſecond Viſit to the 
Sepulchre. And, for want of obſerving the 
Series of the Story, he goes on miſtaking and 
confounding the Circumſtances, which belong ta 
the firſt and the ſecond Viſit to the Sepulchre; 
and triumphs in diſcovering Contradictions in 
the Evangelifts ; whereas, in Truth, the only 
thing he has diſcoyered is, that he does not un- 
derſtand them, 

In ſtating thus the Series and Order of what 
paſſed at the Sepulchre, there is one Difficulty 
only to be accounted for, via. St. John 
of the Appearance of Jeſus to Mary Magdalene 
only; St. Matthew ſpeaks of it as made to more 
than one; and St. Mark ſays, that Jeſus ap- 
peared it to Mary Magdalene, which may be 
thought not to agree with St. Matthew's Ac- 
count ®, | 

Now though St. Fobn ſpeaks only of Ma- 
ry Magdalene, the being the principal Per- 
ſon; and it being not at all neceſſary to his 
purpoſe to mention more (for a Meflage deli- 
vered by her, accounts as well for his going to 
the Sepulchre, as if it had been delivered by 
twenty;) yet if you conſider what Mary Mag- 
aalene ſays herſelf, it will appear, that the was 
not alone. Her Words are, they have taken the 
Lord out of the Sepulchre, and W E know noi 


* Reſurree?, Conſid. Firſt Ed. p. 50. Third Ed. p. 34. 
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es 
where they have laid him. M E imports that 
ſhe had others with her at delivering this Meſ- 
ſage; and, if ſhe had, it cannot be ſuppoſed, 
that they left her to go alone to the Sepulchre, 
when ſhe followed Peter and Fobn; or per- 
mitted her to ſtay behind them alone at the 
Sepulchre, Conſequently the Appearance was 
to Mary Magdalene when others were with her, 
though ſhe only is mentioned by St. TFolr 
throughout his Account. | nf) 
As to St. Mark, he ſays, Jeſus appeared firſt 
to Mary Magdalene, His Meaning is, that the 
firſt Appearance he made was to her; but that 
it was to Her only, he does not ſay. And it is 
manifeſt, - that the Word it ( gore) relates 
to the Order of Appearances ; for it follows, 
ver. 12. after thaf he appeared in another 
Form to two af them, and, ver. 14. afterward 
he appeared unto the Eleven, The firſt Ap- 
ance then was certainly to Mary Magda- 
lene; but whether to her alone, depends upon 
a careful Compariſon of the Evangeliſis toge- 
ther. And, upon the whole, I think the Ac- 
count here given ſeems to me to be the moſt 
probable ; which I would be underſtood to tay, 
without Prejudice to other Interpretations, 
which many worthy and learned Writers have 
tollowed. | 
But let us now look back to the Variations 
between the three firit Erangliſts, which we 
paſſed over before. | 
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1. The firſt is, that St. Mark and St. Luke 
ſay, the Women came early' to the Sepulchre 
bringing Spices; St. Matthew ſays nothing of 
their bringing Spices. | I 

It gives Light to any Piece of Hiſtory, to 
ſhew the Motives of the principal Actions re- 
corded. But where the Fact itſelf is the only 
material thing, ſuch Circumſtances may, or 
may not be added, as the Hiſtorian pleaſes, In 
the preſent Caſe the Fact itſelf, that /e Women 


- - 


were early at the Sepulchre, ſaw the Stone -rol- 


led away, and the Body not there, are the only 
material things in the Narration. And whe- 
ther they came early to the Sepulchre, for one 
Reaſon or for another, is of little Conſequence; 
and is in the Diſcretion of the Writer to add 
or omit the Reaſon as he pleaſes, without Pre- 
judice to the Hiſtory, which depends on the 
Truth of the Fact only. St. Matthew has ſaid 
nothing to intimate, that they did not bring 
Spices, nor has he aſſigned any other Reaſon 
for their coming; and, he Conſiderer excepted, 
I believe no Man can diſcern any Contrariety 
in the Accounts. 

2. The ſecond is, that St. Matthew ſays, the 
two Marys came to the Sepulchre ; St. Mark, 
the two Marys and Salome; St. Luke, the 
Women who came from Galilee, and he rec- 
kons, ver. 11. the two Marys, Joanna, and o- 
ther Women with them. 5 

The three Evangeliſts agree in naming the 
two Marys as the principal Perſons concerned; 
: | ſome 
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ſome of them mention others as being in their 
Company. And this is a Variation, which, I 
believe, happens in every Part of Story reported 
by different Writers, and is no Diſcredit to any. 
Suppoſe that three News-writers ſhould give 
an Account of opening a Seſſions of Parliament. 
— The firſt ſhould ſay, The King, attended 
« by the Prince, came to Parliament.” — The 
Second, © The King, attended by the Prince 
« and the Duke. — The Third, The King, 
te attended by the Prince, the Duke, and the 
« principal Officers of State: Would any 
Man living imagine he faw Contradictions in 
theſe Accounts? Why then is the Goſpel ſuſ- 
pected in a Caſe, where no other Hiſtory in the 
World would be ſuſpected ? 

3. The ſame Anſwer may be applied to the 
third Variation, as far as it relates to the Num- 
ber of Angels ſeen. The mentioning one was 
ſufficient to anſwer all the purpoſes of the Hi- 
ſtory; and he who ſays there were two, does 
not contradict him who mentions one, unleſs he 
has ſaid, there was but one, which none of the 
Evangeliſts has ſaid. 

The Con/iderer thinks there is no Harmony a- 
mong the Evangeliſts, becauſe ſome ſpeak of the 
Women ſeeing Angels, others call them Men. 
He might have ſaid St. Lute contradicts him- 
ſelf; for he calls them both Mer and Angels, 
in different Parts of his Relation. The Truth 
is, the Angels are ſometimes called Men, be- 
cauſe they appeared in the Form of Men ; rs 

the 
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the ſame Reaſon that Abraham called the Anz 
gels Men, who appeared to him on the Plains 
of Mamre. 2 
4. St. Matthew and St. Mark agree in the 
Meſſage ſent by the Angels to the Diſciples, 
that he would go before them into Galilee, St, 
Luke has not expreſsly mentioned the Meſ- 
ſage, but has ſaid nothing inconſiſtent with it. 
The Angels tell the Women, He is not 
bere; he is riſen; remember how he ſþake unto 
you — exactly agreeable to St. Matthew's 
Account: He 7s not here; he is riſen, as be 
faid. As ſoon as the Women had received this 
Information from the Angels, he ſays they went 
and told the Diſciples; and fo fays St. Matthew, 
The Meſſage then, as delivered by the Angels, 
and whatever elſe happened at the Sepulchre at 
the firſt Viſit made by the Women, ſtands clear 
of all Difficulties, 

But it may be proper here to take Notice of 
the ſecond Meſſage given by our Saviour him- 
ſelf, and mentioned by St. Matthew and St. 
John. St. Matthew gives the ſecond Meſſage 
in the fame Words with the firſt : Tell my Bre- 
thren, that they go into Galilee, and there ſhall 
they ſee me. St. John ſays, tell them, I aſcend 
anto my Father and your Father, and to my God 
and your God, It is very probable, that the 
Words in St. Matthew, and thoſe in St. John, 
are Parts of the ſame Meſſage; and St. John, 
finding the firſt Part reported by the Evange- 
liſis before him, left it as he found it, * 


- 
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only the ſecond Part. As the firſt Meſſage im- 
ported no more, than that they ſhould ſee him 
again, before he left them ; and plainly intimat- 
ted, that the Time was come to take leave of 
them (otherwiſe what Occaſion was there to 


appoint this Meeting merely to ſee him, if he 


was to continue with them?) This being, I ſay, 
the Caſe, the other Evangeliſis mention the firſt 
Part of the Meſſage as including the whole; 
St. John adds the latter Part, to explain and aſ- 
certain the Meaning. The whole Meſſage then 
will ſtand thus: © Go, tell my Diſciples to go 
« into Galilee ; there they ſhall ſee me before 
« I leave this World, and aſcend to my Fa- 
ther and your Father, Cc. Is not this Meſ- 
ſage all of a piece? Does not one Part imply 
and infer the other? If the Cormfaerer can think 
otherwiſe, he has a greater Talent (and indeed 
I think he has) of raifing Contradictions, than 
any Philoſopher, either moral or :mmoral, ever 
had before him, 

The Confiderer has farther Difficulties ſtill. 
By St. Luke, he ſays, it appears, that the Men 
were at the Sepulchre after the Angels were gone 
but by St. John, that they were there before the 
Angels came. Therefore either the Men did not 


ſee the Angels, or the Witneſſes do not agree in 


their Evidence about it > What a Work 1s 
here about nothing! Who told him the Men 
did ſee the Angels? It is manifeſt they did not. 
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The firſt Appearance of Angels was before 
Peter and John came; the ſecond was after 
they were gone. But the Confiderer wants a 
| Reaſon to be given, why the Angels withdrew, 
as he expreſſes it, pon the Mens coming * ? He 
may as well enquire, why they are withdrawn 
now. If God thought proper to inform the 
Women of the Reſurrection, by an Appearance 
of Angels, and not the Men, he had his Rea- 
ſons, and wiſe ones doubtleſs, though the Con- 
fiderer cannot ſee them. 

But we have not yet done: St. Matthew re- 
ports that Mary held Jeſus by the Feet, and wor- 
ſhipped him; St. Jobn, that Jeſus ſaid to her, 
Touch me not. Here the Canſiderer is pu zzled 
again; but what offends him, I cannot imagine. 
If Mary had not laid hold of Jeſus's Feet, he 
could have had no Occaſion to ſay, Touch me 
not. Theſe Words therefore in St. John ſup- 
poſe the Caſe to have been as repreſented by 
St. Matthew; and yet the Conjiderer cannot, or 
will not ſee it. 

From the Words, Touch me not; for I am 

not yet aſcended to my Father ; a Suſpicion had 
been raiſed by I colſton, that Chriſt's Body was 
not a real tangible Body ; and the Author of 
the Tryal had expoſed and contuted ſo weak 
and * a Suggeſtion. It could not, 
c as he had proved, be inferred from the 
e Words, Touch me not: for thouſands ſay it 
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« every Day, without giving the leaſt ſuſpicion, 
e that their Bodies are not capable of being 
touched: nor from the Words I am not yet 
&« aſcended to my Father, for tho' there is a 
« Difficulty in theſe Words, there is no 
« difficulty in ſeeing that they have no 
Relation to Chri/t's Body, for of his Body 
« nothing is faid *.” And what ſays the Con ſi- 
derer? why If the Words, touch me not (ſays 
he) did not figntfy, touch not my body, what 
did they fignify*? The Author of the Tryal, 
you ſee, had ſaid that theſe Words, I am not 
aſcended to my Father, had no Relation to 
Chriſt's Body, and the Confiderer repreſents him 
as ſaying, that the Words touch me not had no 
Relation to it. This is the Confiderer's Method 
of anſwering Books; becauſe he finds it difficult 
to anſwer what the Author has ſaid, he is 
reſolved to confute what he has zof ſaid. | 
The next Appearance of Chrift was on the 
Day of the Reſurrection, to two Diſciples in 
their Road to Emmaus. St. Mark has juſt 
mention'd this Story ©, But we are indebted to 
St. Luke for the particulars of it. One of 
the two, St. Luke tells us, was Cleophas ; and 
the other, if we may believe the Conſiderer, was 
Simon Peter. Who it really was, is of little 
Importance in itſelf; that it was not Simon 
Peter, whatever he thinks of the Matter, is 
moſt evident. Had Peter been preſent, it is 
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not likely that an inferior Diſciple would have 
been the principal Spokeſman ; eſpecially when 
a Part of the Converſation turned upon Peter 
himſelf, It is the leſs likely, becauſe St. Peter 
was probably then at Feruſalem, where the fame 
Evangeliſt informs us the Eleven were gathered 
together *, But to put the Matter out of all 
Doubt, when the two Diſcivles returned from 
Emmaus to the Apoſtles at Zeruſalem, they 
found them diſcourſing about an Appearance of 
Chrift to Simon Peter; The Lord is riſen indeed, 
and hath appeared to $1men . I deſire to know, 
what Appearance the Evangeliſt means here? 
Is it that to the two Diſciples in the Road to 
Emmaus? Impoſſible. Theſe Diſciples had not 
yet made their Report; and it will be too much 
for the Conſiderer to ſay, that the Eleven knew 
it by Inſpiration. 

If the Reader is deſirous to know how the 
Confiderer came by this Notion, I think I can 
inform him. It is founded, if I miſtake not, 
upon this very Paſſage, the Lord is riſen, and 
hath appeared to Simon, which proves the direct 
contrary, Had the Conſiderer argued that Moſes 
wrote the Pentateuch, therefore Simon Peter 
was the Companion of Cleophas, it would have 
been much more excuſable ; becauſe though it 
would not have proved his Concluſion to be 
true, it would not, as this Text does, prove it 
to be falſe. The Confiderer ſuppoſes that to be 
a Report of the two Diſciples to the Eleven, 
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which was in Fact a Report of the Eleven 
to them, viz. that the Lord was riſen and had 
appeared to Simon. Inſenſible of this Blunder, 
evident as it is, he goes on, and raiſes this very 
wiſe Reflection upon it, that it ſeems as if it 
did not appear to be the Lord to Cleophas, but to 
Simon only s; an Inference impertinent enough, 
had his Conſtruction of the Paſſage been right; 
but what can be ſaid of it, when the Con- 
ſtruction is ſo manifeſtly wrong ? 

His Remarks upon the Story itſelf are juſt as 
groundleſs, as thoſe upon the Perſons of the two 
Diſciples. He is, I ſuppoſe, offended at it, 
becauſe there appears to be ſomething miraculous 
in it. Miracles he treats every where as abſurd 
and impoſſible, and ſeems to think that God 
has no more Authority in his own Creation 
than he and I have. St. Mark ſays, our Saviour 
appeared to the two Diſciples in another Form ; 
St. Luke, that their Eyes Tere holden; and this 
the Conſiderer places to the Account of Contra- 
dictions ; one Evangeliſt making the Cauſe to 
ec bein the Object, and the other in the Eyes“ h. 
It is ſtrange the Gentleman will not underſtand 
common Language. Who does not ſee that the 
Evangeliſts meant to expreſs the ſelf ſame 
Thing? If Jeſus appeared in another Form, 
their Eyes of courle wwere holden, that they 
ſhould not know him: All that the Hiſtorians 
mean to intimate 1s, that there was an Im- 
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pediment, which prevented their knowing him, 
That this might happen either in a natural or 
ſupernatural way, the Author of the Tryal has 
ſhown, in a manner agreeable to Reaſon 2 true 
Philoſophy, and ſuch as will correſpond exactly 
with the Expreſſions of both Evangeliſts. The 
Confiderer has thought proper to take no Notice 
of This, or none that deſerves any Anſwer. 

One Queſtion however he has put in Regard 
to this Story, to which I ſhall give him an An- 
ſwer. The Queſtion is this; Can any good 
Reaſon be given, why Jeſus did not diſcover him- 


ſelf to them by the Way, and give them the Joy, 
which ſuch Diſcovery would have made? 


Now the Point diſcuſſed upon the Road was, 
whether it was not agreeble to Prophecy, that 
Chrij# ſhould ſuffer and riſe again from the 
dead. Chr:i/t himſelf undertook to prove this 
Propoſition at large, from the Scriptures of the 
old Teſtament, and the Argument ſeemed to 
have its intended Effect. Suppoſe now he had 
firſt made himſelf known, and then entered 
upon this Argument, what would have been 
the Conſequence ? Plainly this ; the Surprize of 
ſeeing one from the dead, and the Authority of 
Chri/t reaſoning from the Scriptures, muſt have 
diſturb'd their Judgment, and made them 
perhaps ſubmit to his Interpretation of the 
Prophecies, without conſidering whether juſt or 
not. The plain Reaſon therefore, why the 
Diſcovery was not made ſooner is, that he might 
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convince their Underſtandings firſt, upon the 
Strength of Reaſon and Argument, whilſt their 
Minds where yet free from any Impreſſion. by 
the Event itſelf, and the irreſiſtible Force of 
Chriſt's own Authority. This Reaſon ought to 
have great weight with the Conſiderer, becauſe 
it is founded on a Maxim very much talked of, 
though very little obſerved by the Gentlemen 
of his Stamp, that all Prejudice and Prepoſſeſſion 

ſhould be excluded in ſearching after Truth. 
The Appearance ot our Saviour at different 
Times, to the Women and to one or two of 
the Diſciples detached from the reſt, adds no 
{mall weight to the general Evidence of the 
Reſurrection. But the greateſt Point fingly 
conſidered, is his ſhewing himſelf to the whole 
Body of Diſciples; eating, drinking, and con- 
verſing with them, and giving them an Op- 
portunity of being ſatished of the Fact at leiſure, 
by all proper Methods of Tryal, and by the 
Variety of Evidence that a matter of Fact is 
capable of. Such Appearances there are ſeveral. 
The Credit of them ſtands upon the united 
Teſtimony of all the New Teſtament Writers. 
The four Evangeliſts, the Author of the Acts, 
and St. Paul are unanimous in the Point. And 
what has the Conſiderer oppoſed to Evidence fo 
full and ſtrong ? why he is puzzling himſelf 
and his Readers with ſome Circumſtances of 
Time and Place, which he either does not, or 
will not underitand ; comparing the Conciſeneſs 
of one Writer with the Copiouſneſs of another, 
miſtaking one Appearance for another, and 
with 
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with his uſualDecency calling them Incon/itenciess 
Inprobabilities, Abſurdities, and Contradictons k. 

Be his Objections what they will, the Im- 
portance of the Subject demands, what the 
Writer has no Claim to, a ſerious Anſwer. I ſhall 
therefore compare the ſeveral Writers of the 
Goſpel together, as to the manner of ſtating 
the Fact, and take Notice of the Confiderer's 
Exceptions, as they fall in my Way. I would 
alk then, wherein do Matthew, Mark, and Luke 
differ as to the Point in Queſtion ? Do they not 
agree one and all that Chriſt ſhewed himſelf to 
the Eleven Apoſtles ? This, I think, is granted. 
And do they not further agree with Regard to 
his Diſcourſe, that it was in Sum and Sub- 
ſtance the ſame ? This the Confiderer does not 
deny. , Where then lies the Difference ? Why 
Matthew, it ſeems, diſagrees with Luke as 70 
Time and Place for Matthew ſays it was at a 
Mountain in Galilee ; whereas, according to 
Luke, it was at Jeruſalem ', The Confiderer 
will excuſe me, it I take no Notice of his 
pretended Difference of Time; the Matter of 
Place being once explained, the Time will 
rectify itſelf. 

It 'is allowed then, that the Place of Inter- 
view, according to St. Matthew, was in Ga- 
lilee; according to St. Luke, at Jeruſalem. 
What then? Does St. Matthew ſay that he met 
his Diſciples no where but in Galilee, or St. 
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Lule that he ſaw them only at Jeruſalem ? 
Nothing like it. What hinders then, but 
that they might meet both in Galilee and Fes 
ruſalem ? The Confiderer thinks that, in the 
Senſe of theſe Writers, they met for the firſt 
and laſt Time ; but here again he concludes, as 
uſual, a great deal too faſt, and outruns his 
Evidence. Does either of them declare that it 
was the firſt and laſt Time? No. What Cir- 
cumſtance then is it, upon which the Confiderer 
builds ſo poſitive a Conclufion ? Why it is 
this ; neither of theſe Writers mentions more 
than one Interview with Chri/# and his Apo- 
ftles, therefore in their Senſe of the Matter, 
there could be but one. Is this the Logic, that 
is to prove Chriſt and his Apoſtles to be Cheats 
and Impoſtors? To ſhow Mankind the ſtupid 
Nature of Bigotry, and to hold forth the accept- 
able Light of Truth ? * Is it not amazing that a 
Man ſhould ſet up for a Diſturber of Religion, 
who is ſo poorly provided with that natural 
Logic of common Senſe, which all Men are 
bora with ? | 

Had the Confiderer had the leaſt Inclination 
to treat the Goſpel with any Fairneſs, he could 


Time and Place. Is it not a. natural Conſe- 
quence that they ſpeak of different Appearances ? 
Doubtleſs it is. But inſtead of making this 
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Uſe of it, he ſuppoſes them, without the leaſt 


Proof for it, to ſpeak of one and the ſame Ap- 
pearance, and to contradict one another in aſ- 
ſigning different Times and Places. 

But that there may not remain any Doubt 
or Obſcurity upon this Part of the Hiſtory, it 
is proper to take notice of the Reaſon why the 
Meſſage ſent from the Sepulchre, appointed the 
Diſciples to go into Galilee to ſee Feſus, though 
he. notwithſtanding appeared to them that very 
Night at Feruſalem. 

Our Bleſſed Lord before his Crucifixion told 
his Diſciples, After that J am riſen, I will go 
before you into Galilee *, This was the Evi- 
dence he promiſed to give of his Reſurrection ; 
and Galilee probably was choſen for the Place, 
becauſe he had ſpent much Time, and had 
many Diſciples there, who were to have this 
Evidence given them. This then was the pub- 
lic Appearance, of which our Lord had given 
Notice in his Life-time ; whereas the Appear- 
ances at Feruſalem were not upon Notice given, 
and were to the eleven Apoſtles, and to ſuch 
only as happened to be with them. 

The Angels therefore, and our Lord him- 
ſelf in his firſt Appearance, remind the Diſci- 
ples to go into Galilee, to receive the Evidence 
he had promiſed to give them of his Reſurre- 
ction. There was no Occaſion to mention his 
Intention to ſee them that Night at Feruſalem, 
of which no Expectation had been given. 
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Now though the Appearance at Jeruſalem 
was to the Eleven only; yet the Meſſage to 
meet him in Galilee was to all his Diſciples, 
St. Mark makes the Promiſe of this Appearance 
to concern the Women as well as the Men. 
The Words of the Angels to the Women are, 
there ſhall ye ſee him as he ſaid unto you. This 
then was a public Meeting before an Aſſembly 
warned to be preſent ; and here it was (as there 
is great Reaſon to ſuppoſe) that our Lord ap- 
peared to above five hundred Brethren at once, 
according to the Relation made by St. Paul <. 
The intermediate Appearance to the Apoſtles 
interfered not with this Appointment, which 
was obſerved by the Apoſtles, who went into 
Galilee to ſee Jeſus there. This being the Ap- 
zarance foretold, and the Evidence ſpecially 
promiſed, St. Matthew paſſes over all the other 
Appearances, and reports this as the Completion 
of our Lord's Prophecy, as the Aſſurance given 
in his Life-time, repeated by the Angels, and 
by himſelf at the Sepulchre. He mentions the 
Eleven only as travelling into Galilee, in Obe- 
dience to the Command they received ; but it 
is to be collected from his ſhort Account, that 
others were preſent and ſaw the Lord For 
he ſays of the Eleven, When they ſaw him they 
worſhipped him—and adds, but ſome doubted ; 


who can hardly be ſuppoſed to be any of thoſe, 
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who had ſeen him before at Feruſalem, and * 
on ſeeing him now worſhipped him. 

But it may be proper to conſider under one 
View the ſeveral Appearances of Jeſus, and the 
Order of them, as it may be called from the 
or Hiſtorians. 

The firſt, which was at or near the Se- 
GT to Mary Magdalene and other Women, 
has been accounted for at large already. 

2. That to the two Diſciples going to Em- 
maus was on the Day of the Reſurrection, and 
is attended with no material Difficulty ariſing 
from the Account as to Time or Place, or any 
other Circumſtances, The Confiderer has no 
Fault to find, but that there is ſomething mi- 
raculous in the Cirenmſtances of it, This too 
has been conſidered, as far as was neceſſary. 

3. The ſame Day our Lord appeared to St. 
Peter, but whether before he converſed with the 
two Diſciples or after, is not certain. It was 
not till after the two Diſciples had left Feruſa- 
lem, and ſet out for Emmaus ; for it appears in 
the Account they give our Lord of what had 
come to their Knowledge, that they knew no- 
thing of any Appearance to Peter: And yet it 
was before theſe two Diſciples returned 'to 
Feruſalem ; for they found the Eleven diſ- 
courſing of this Appearance to Peter, It is 
doubtful therefore whether of the two laſt men- 
tioned ſhould be placed firſt ; but they both 
happened on the Fw of the Reſurrection. 

4. The 
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4. The next in order is the Appearance on 
the Evening of the fame Day unto the Eleven, 
mentioned by St. Mark, xvi. 14. and St. Luke, 
xxiv. 36. and St. John, xx. 19. St. Luke and 
St. John plainly enough deſcribe the Time of 
this Appearance; and that St. Mark means the 
fame Appearance may be collected from our Savi- 
our upbraiding the Eleven — ecauſe they believ- 
ed not them which had ſcen him after he was 
riſen; which ſhows that this was the firſt Time, 
he had appeared to them himſelf. 

5. The Appearance to the Eleven when 
Thomas was with them, John, xx. 26. which 
was eight Days after. | 
6. The Appearance to the ſeventy Diſci- 
ples at the Sea of Tiberias, John, xxi. 1. 

7. The Appearance in Galilee mentioned ex- 
preſsly by St. Matthew only, but referred to 
AAS i. 4. 

8. The Appearance at Jeruſalem before his 
Aſcenſion, ts, i, 6. It is plain this Appearance 
was at Feruſalem ; for V. 4. our Lord orders 
the Apoſtles to tarry at Jeruſalem; and that 
he met them juſt before his Aſcenſion is evi- 
dent, V. 12. for they returned to Jeruſalem, 
from whence they had followed him to Mount 
Olivet, to be Witneſſes of his Aſcenſion. 

I omit the Relation of Appearances given by 
St. Paul, 1 Cr. 15. for his Account creates no 
Difficulty. 

The Time of the five firſt Appearances is 
clear enough. The Sixth which is the Appear- 
ance 
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ance at the Sea of Tiberias, was before the 


Command given them, not to depart from Fe- 
ruſalem, for after that Command they could 
not have gone to the Sea of Tiberias. The 


Seventh then was that wherein they received the 


Command to ſtay at Jeruſalem, and was the 
Appearance appointed in Galilee by our Lord in 
his Life Time, and by the Angels at the Se- 
pulchre. The Eighth was the laſt, and is right- 
ly placed as to the Order of Time and as to the 
Place; for it followed the Injunction to ſtay at 
Feruſalem, and was that wherein our Lord aſ- 
cended, which was the laſt Appearance to the 
Apoſtles. 

Let us ſee now whether by this Light, we 
can account for the Manner in which the Evan- 
geliſts relate theſe Appearances. If you read 
Matthew by himſelf, you have an Account of 
one Appearance only. The ſame may be ſaid 
with Reſpect to Mark and Luke ; who both 
ſeem to ſpeak of the ſame Appearance, but ma- 
nifeſtly a different one from that of St. Matthew, 
which was in Galilee ; whereas the other was at 
Feruſalem, How comes it now to paſs that 
theſe Evangeliſts mention each of them but one 
Appearance, if there were indeed ſo many more ? 
The Truth is, that the Evangeliſts did not 
write full Hiſtories of our Saviour's Life, but 
ſhort Annals or Commentaries ; and ſometimes 
contracted into one Diſcourſe or Narration, 
Things relating to the ſame Matter, though 
fpoken or done at different Times, What St. 
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John ſays of his own Goſpel, Many other Signt 
did Feſus in the Preſence of bis Diſciples, which 
are not written in this Book,* may be ſaid ve 
fairly of the reſt. The Words of St. John fol- 
low immediately after the Account he has given 
of the Appearances to the Diſciples after the 
Reſurrection, and probably referred to the Opi- 
nion in his Goſpel of many other Appearances 
made to the Diſciples. 

Now though St. Matther reports only the 
Appearance in Galilee, and St. Mark and St. 
Luke ſeem to report only that on the Day of the 
Reſurrection at Jeruſalem ; yet St. Mark has 
given a plain Intimation of that in Galilse, by 
the Meſſage from the Angels to the Diſciples 
and St. John has reported and diſtinguiſhed 
three Appearances, and given Notice that there 
were others not written in his Book. 

St. Luke in the Acts of the Apoſtles has re- 
ferred to ſeveral Appearances, telling us, that 
Jeſus ſhewed himſelf alive after his Paſſion 
many infallible Proofs, beeng ſeen of them forty 
Days, and ſpeaking of the Things pertaining to the 
Kingdom of God. You have here a conciſe ge- 
neral Account of our Lord's appearing to his 
Diſciples, and of the ſubject Matter of his Diſ- 
courſes to them at thoſe Times, that he ſpoke 
of the Things pertaining to the Kingdom of God. 
After this general Account he mentions two. 
diſtinct Appearances, which were neceſſary to 
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be taken Notice of, to introduce the Account 
he had to give of the Aſcenſion. The firſt is, 
that wherein he orders them to farry at Feru- 
the ſecond is that at Jeruſalem, when 
he took leave of them and aſcended. The firſt 
of theſe Appearances is remarkably intro- 
duced—y 4. and being aſſembled together with 
them; the Original is, x ovvarteueve; — ſupple 
eurg;; Which Words are properly to be render- 
ed, and having aſſembled them together The 
other Appearances recorded ſeem to be acci- 
dental, by our Lord's coming in when the Eleven 
were not together ; but this is ſpoken of as a 
Meeting ſummoned by himſelt, and was, I 
doubt not, that Meeting which he had ap- 
pointed the Day of his Reſurrection, by the 
Meſſage ſent to the Diſciples by the Angels and by 
himſelf; and is the very fame Meeting in Galilee 
mentioned by St. Matthew. At this Meeting 
St. Luke ſays, the Diſciples received the Order 
to tarry at Feruſalem; after which they could 
not travel into Galilee, as they were command- 
ed, and conſequently this Appearance was itſelf 
the Appearance at Galilee; or happened after it, 
which there is no Reaſon to think. 
The Diſciples being thus ordered to Feru- 


falem, repair thither. When they therefore were 


come together, they aſked him, V 6. Wilt thou 
at this Time reſtore the Kingdom to Tjrael ? This 
Queſtion was not aſked at the aſſembling men- 
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tioned Y 4. which is clearly diſtinct from that 
mentioned 6. for what Occaſion was there to 
mention again their coming together, after we 
had been juſt told they were together? Had it 
been ſaid, then they aſted, &c. it would have been 
a Continuation of the Diſcourſe with the ſame 
Aſſembly ; but when their Meeting together is 
ſo diſtinctly mentioned, it ſhews it to be ano- 


ther and a different Meeting, after the Diſciples 


were got together at Ferufalem. 

At this Meeting our Lord aſſures them they 
ſhould receive Power by the coming of the holy 
Ghoſt; then led them to Bethany, or Mount 
Olivet, and in their Preſence aſcended. f 

Let us examine now how far theſe particular 


Accounts will enable us to adjuſt the abridg'd 


Narration of our Saviour's Appearances in the 
three firſt Evangeliſts. The fulleſt is that of 
St. Lutte; he mentions our Lord's appearing to 
the Eleven, and thoſe with them on the Even- 
ing of the Reſurrection. But it is manifeſt, un- 
der that Appearance, he brought together the 
Sum of what was done and ſaid by our Saviour, 
during his Abode on Earth after the Reſurrec- 
tion, For he begins to ſpeak of his Appearing 
the Day of the Reſurrection, xxiv. 38. and con- 
tinues his Narration to the Aſcenſion, V 5 f. 
He tells us himſelf in the Ads, that there were 
torty Days between the Reſurrection and Aſcen- 
ſion. It is undeniable then, that his Account in 
the Goſpel is an abridg'd Account of what 
paſſed, in our Lord's Meeting his Diſciples 

a during 
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during that Time; and this clearly appears te. 
be the Caſe by comparing his abridg'd Account 
with the more particular Accounts already 
mentioned, | 


Luke xxiv. from y 36, to 
40 inclufive — you have the | 
lame Account of what paſled > John xx. 19, 20. 
at the firſt Appearance which 
St. Jobn gives. 5 
At V 49. you have what 
paſſed at the Meeting in Ga-( Mart. xxviii. 16,&c. 
lilee, mentioned by Matthew( Acts i. 4. 
and Lufee. 
At M 50, 51. you have) 
what paſſed at the laſt Meet- 
ing at Feruſalem, before the 2 525 1. 6—9. 
Aſcenſion mentioned in the | Mark xvi. 19. 


Acts, and referred to in St. 
Mark. 


St. Luke ſays, that our Lord came to the 
Eleven juſt as the two Diſciples had reported 
what had paſſed in the Journey to Enmaus; 
and as our Lord expounded to them the Scrip- 
tures and eat with them, ſo now he gives the 
fame Evidence and the fame Expoſition of the 
Scriptures to the reſt : And ſurely it was a na- 
tural Thing to take up the {ame Diſcourſe, and 
open the Underſtandings of the Eleven, as he 
had opened the Underſtanding of the two betore, 
and to give them the fame Evidence of the 
THEE is," Reality 


. 
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Reality of his Reſurrection, and this takes up 
from V 41. to 48. 


1 . Marks Narration is ſhorter. han St. Luke 8, 


but plainly of the ſame Kind: He begins with 


an Account of our Saviour's appearing, as St. 


Luke does, xvi. 14. and ends with his Aſcen- 


ſion, V 19. 


But as AT? abridged as theſe Acoutts are, 


one material 'Thing there 1s, which none of the 
Writers have omit ted, 50 the Commiſſion 
then given to the A Apoſtles to teach all Nations, 


and in Conſequence of it a Promiſeof Power and., 


Aſſiſtance from aboves. St. Luke ſays, As i. 3 
that the Subject of his Diſcourſes to his Dil- 
ciples were the Things pertaining to the Kingdom 
of God. Theſe Things are tranimitted to us by 
every Writer ; and though none has mentioned 
every particular Appearance, yet the Sum of 
what was ſaid at all the Appearances is faith- 
fully recorded by all. 

I have ſtated this Part of or Saviour's Hi- 
ftory for the Sake of thoſe who have Patience 
and Attention enough to conſider it; and I hope 
ſuch may find ſome Light and Satisfaction from 
what has been ſaid. But with regard not only 
to this, but to all other Paris of the Hiſtory, it 
may be proper to obſerve, that the Number of 


Writers makes amends FIR the Deficiencies of 
any one. The Chtiftian has a large Field to 


s Mar. xxviii. 19, 20. Mark xvi. 15. Luke xxiv. 47 
48, 49. John xx. 21, 22. 
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range in; he is not to ſeek his Faith in one 
Evangeliſt, but in all. In all together he is 
ſure to ſind a ſatisfactory Account of his Ma- 
ſter's Life and Doctrine ; abundantly ſufficient 
to direct his Judgment, to convince his Under- 
ſtanding, and to give him the Satisfaction that 
is proper for a rational Being. 

It is to no Purpoſe to go over the Confiderer's 
Objections to this Part of the Hiſtory. If the 
Reader has the Curioſity to ſee them, he will 
find them all collected together at Pages 68, 
69, of the Firſt Edition, and 55, 56, of the 
Third, All he has ſaid will, by comparing it 
with the foregoing Account, be found to be 
built on his own Miſtakes, Some of them 
ſeem to be wilful ; he ſuppoſes Matthew and 
Mark, who report our Ltd! s Order to meet 
him in Gable, to be contradicted by St. Luke, 
who reports an Order to them not to depart 
from TJerufalem , He could not, I think, but 
tee, that theſe were different Orders, given at 
different Times, and upon different Occaſions. 
But be it to himſelf. 

His Objections to the Relation given of the 
Aſcenſion of Feſis, are of the fame kind, and 
they will be caſily accounted for, by conſider- 
ing the Series of the Tranſactions above. 

It is ſcarce worth while to obſerve, becauſe 
it is obvious to the moſt indifferent Reader, that 
after the Revolt of Judas, The Eleven wes the 


> Firſt Edit. p. 58. Third Edit. p. 47, 
5 currrent 
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current Style for the whole College of Apoſtles; 
and after the Call of Matthias to the Apoſto- 
late, they were again called the Twelve. In 
Virtue of this Style, a general Meeting of the 


Apoſtles, is called a Meeting of the Eleven, or 


of the T<vetve, though one or more may happen 
to be abſent. This is agreeable to both ancient 
and modern Uſage in the Cafe of Senates, 
Councils, and the like. Hence it is that St, 
Luke ſays, xxiv, 20, the Eleven were gather- 
ed together, though it appeazs by St. John, 
xx. 24. that Thomas was abſent. St. Paul, 
1 Cor. xv. 5, calls it a Meeting of the Twelve, 
becauſe he was nat converted till after the Ele- 
ction of Matthias, when that came again to be 
the uſual Style, Had the Confiderer had Senſe 
enough to have ſeen this (and a very little 
would have been ſufficient for the Purpoſe) he 
might have ſpared himſelf the Trouble and tho 
Shame of charging St. John, St. Luke, and St. 
Paul with contradicting one another. But he 
might perhaps hope that his Readers would 
excuſe a ſmall Blunder, for the Sake of ſome 
Beauties, that rife out of it; ſuch as his Queiy 
(pag. 66.) with Regard to St. Paul's Account, 
whether Judas was there tg make up the Num- 
ber ? And his Excuſe for the Apoſtle (p. 68.) 
that perhaps be had forgot that one of them 4was 
fallen ajleep. Conceits which he is ſo fond of, 
that they have paſſed the Cenſure of his and 
his Friend's ſecond Thoughts, and have ſtill a 
Place in the laſt Edition, pag. 53—55. 

The 
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The Story which St. John has left us of St. 
Thomas is ſo ſtrong a Proof of the Reſurrection 
of Chriſt, and fo remarkable an Evidence of the 
Reality of his Body, that I do not wonder to 
find the Con/iderer diſpleaſed with it. He has 
attacked it with a double Portion of the Spirit 
of Folly and Impiety, and has not that I can 
find dropt any thing, that carries the Face of 
an Objection. He thinks his Infidelity very ex- 
traordinary, becauſe be would nof believe that Je- 
ſus was riſen from the Dead, except he ſaw 
and felt the Wounds that cauſed his Death, and 
aſks if theſe were better to be known than the 
Form of his Perſon, which they had fo often ſeen i. 
This I am afraid carries an Implication with it; 
which the Confiderer was not aware of ; that 
Thomas had no Reaſon to be ſo nice and ſcru- 
pulous; that the Evidence of Sight, and the 
well known Idea of his Face and Perſon were 
ſufficient for Conviction. Truth, I find, will 
ſometimes obtrude itfelt upon a Man, even 
againſt his Thoughts and Inclinations. As to 
the Wounds that cauſed his Death there is not, 
that I can find, one Word about Wounds in 
this whole Story, The tures rd naw, the 
Print of the Nails, or the Scar that was left af- 
ter the Wounds were cured is two or three 
Times repeated, but nothing further. Why 
then does the Con/iderer talk of Wounds ? Why, 
to introduce this very wiſe Queſtion, I it 10 
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be ſuppoſed that the Power which raiſed him to 
Life did not cure thoſe Wounds ? It is with juſt 
as little Meaning that he aſks, whether another 
Perſon who might. have a Mind to deceive. could 
not make Scars ? The Reader, I believe, will not 
expect to have. a formal Confutation of ſuch 
impertinent and ſenſeleſs Suggeſtions; barel 
reciting them is expoſing them effectually. 

Much about the ſame Size with theſe is an- 
other Exception he makes to this Story, Be- 
cauſe the Wound in the Side is mentioned on- 
ly by St. John, he thinks Thomas and the 
other Apoltles knew nothing of the Matter. 
As if ſo extraordinary a Circumſtance was like- 
ly to be a Secret to any of them ; and as if Tho- 
mas's direct Appeal to this Circumſtance was 
not a Demonſtration, that it was no Secret to 
him. I leave it with the Reader, without any 
farther Anſwer, as one Inſtance, amongſt a 
Thouſand, of the Folly and Abſurdity into 
which a Man is ſure to be betrayed, when the 
unclean Spirit of Singularity has once ſeized 


him. The Confiderer has ſaid ſomething more 


of this Piece of Hiſtory, but it is ſo like the 
Sample already given, that it would be an Af- 
front to the Reader to take anyturther Notice of it, 

After having gone through his Proofs againſt 
the Credit of the Goſpel-Hiſtory, the Confiderer 


returns to the Tryal of the Witneſſes. The Au- 


thor of the Trya/ had obſerved, that in all 
Caſes of Conſequence Men take Care to make 
Choice of proper unexceptionable Witneſſes, 
2 Ibid. 85 

that 
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that the ſame Care was taken in the Reſurrection, 
and then adds, Ho comes it to paſs then, that 
« the very T bing which ſhuts out all Suſpicion i in 
% Other Caſes, ſhould in this Caſe only be of all 
« others the moſt ſuſpicious Thing itſelf.“ The 
Confiderer anſwers, becauſe this Caſe of all others 
is the moſt uncommon, Is that a Reaſon why it 
ſhould not be ſupported by the beſt Evidence, 
that human Wiſdom 1s able to think of in the 
moſt material Caſes ? He goes on; Is it not abſurd, 
that the meaneſt Witneſſes . ould be pick'd and 
cull d out for the beſt and greateſt Aﬀairs? What 
he intends by the meaneſt I know not. Men 
may ſurely be good Witneſſes without having 
great Eſtates, and be able to report what they ſee 
with their Eyes without being Philoſophers : 
As far then as the Truth of the Reſurrection de- 
pended on the Evidence of Senſe, the Apoſtles 
were duly qualified. But how comes he to 
lay ſuch Streſs upon their Meanne/s ? did their 
Meanneſs ſtand in the Way of the Evidence, 
which aroſe from the great Powers with which 
they were endowed from above? Conſider their 
natural and ſupernatural Qualifications, they 
were in every reſpect proper Witneſſes; take 
theſe Qualifications together, and they were 
Witneſſes without Exception. But the Cn 
derer thinks the Apoſtles were intereſted in the 
Aßair, and that half a dozen Watchmen would 
bave been better than a dozen Apoſtles", I 


* Tryal, p. 47. Firſt Edit. p. 72. 3. Third Edit. 
p. 58. ®Fuſt Edt. p. 94. Third Edit. p. 64. 
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would fain know, what ſort of Witneſſes he 
requires. Suppoſe half-a-dozen Watchmen 
had ſeen and believed the Reſurrection, I 
doubt their being Believers would have been, in 
his way of Reckoning, an Objection; he 
would have told us, they expected Commiſſi- 
ons in he Meſſiab's Army l. Would he then 
have Evidence from Unbelievers? A Witneſs, 
who does not believe the Truth of what he 
affirms, is a mere Cheat. No body therefore 
could be a Witneſs to the Reſurrection but a 
Believer; and ſuch an one he eſteems to be 
intereſted. But this is an abſurd Objection, 
becauſe it is an Objection to every honeſt Wit- 
neſs that ever lived; for every honeſt Witneſs 
believes the Truth of what he ſays. If he 
means to charge the Apoſtles with Views or 
Hopes of temporal Advantage to themſelves, he 
ſhews himſelf to be a mere Stranger to the 
Hiſtory of the Church, or wilfully impoſes on 
his ignorant Readers. How much the Apo- 
ſtles endured and ſuffered for the Teſtimony of 
the Truth, what Havock was made among 
the Converts to Chriſtianity, by Perſecution 
upon Perſecution, for three hundred Years to- 
gether, 'till the Empire became Chriſtian, is 
as notorious as any Part of Hiſtory; and he 
may as well, and with as much Truth, deny 
that there were any Heathen Emperors of 
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Rome, as that the Apoſtles, and firſt Chriſti. 
ans, were afflicted, tormented, and put to cruel 
Deaths by them. 

In the next Page the Confiderer repeats the 
old Objection, ©* that Jeſus did not ſhew 
* himſelf to the Jews after his Reſurrection.” 
This Plea had been examined, and anſwered 
in the Tryal; and ſince the Confiderer has 
thought fit to paſs over in Silence what he found 
there, I muſt refer the Reader to the Tryal it- 
ſelf for an Anſwer to this old Objection. And, 
if he wants farther Satisfaction, I recommend 
to him a little Piece wrote upon this Point on- 
ly, and publiſhed in 1730% The Confiderer 
wonders, that an extraordinnry Action, — highly 
neceſſary to be known to Mankind, ſhould be jo 
ſecretly done, that no Man faw it; — and that 
Jeſus ſhould require Men to believe his Diſciples, 
rather than their own Senſes es. When ſo ma- 
ny ſaw him dead, and ſo many faw and con- 
verſed with him after he aroſe from the Grave, 
it is ſurprizing to hear this Aſſertion, hat 79 
Man faw the Reſurrection. Is any thing more 
wanting to complete a ſenſible Proof of a Reſur- 
rection, than to ſee a Man dead and buried, 
and to fee him alive again? But, it ſeems, the 
Fews could not believe the Diſciples in the 


* An impartial Examination, and full Confutation of the 
Argument, &c. againſt the Truth of our Sauiour's Reſur- 
re/tion, viz. That he appeared only to the Diſciples. 
Printed fer J. Roberts in Warwick-lane, 1730. 
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Report they made of the Reſurrection, without 
contradicting heir own Senſes. They had then, 

in this Writer's Opinion, the Evidence of 
Senſe againſt the Truth of the Reſurrection, 
This 1s great News, and it is Pity this Evi- 
dence was not produced; it would have been 
material to inform us, which of their Senſes 
afforded that Evidence; and by what Means 
he came to know this Piece of Evidence which 
the Jeus had, and which the World never 
heard of before, and which probably they will 
never hear of again. 

The Author of the Tryal had taken Notice 
of our Saviour's Prediction juſt before his Death, 
that the Fews ſhould ſee him no more, till they 
fad, Bleſſed is he that cometh in the Name of the 
Lord; and then added, The Jeus were not 
« in this Diſpoſition after the Reſurrection, 
nor are they in it yet” D. The Confiderer ſays 
that Jeſus himſelf found them in that Diſpoſition 
b-fore his Death © ; and he refers for Proof of 

this bold Aſſertion to Luke xix. 38. The Caſe 
there is this: Upon our Lord's Entrance into 
7eruſalem, the Multitude of Diſciples cryed, 

Bleſſed be the King that cometh in the Name »f 
tbe Lord. This was the Language of the Diſ- 
ciples only, and the Confiderer does not think 
all the Fews were Diſciples. How comes he 


2 Luke xiii. 35. . 
Firſt Edit. p. 76. Third Edit. p. 62. 
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then to abuſe the Scripture and his Reader fo 
groſsly, as to quote this Paſſage as a Proof of 
the Diſpoſition of the Fes? Did he not read in 
the very next verſe that the Phariſees called 
upon Chriſt, to rebuke the Diſciples for what 
they ſaid ? How could he be ſo ſhameleſs as to 
give this for Evidence, that the Jews were in a 
good Diſpoſition, which proves ſo undeniably 
that they were in a bad one ? 

The Author of the Tryal! obſerved, that 
notwithſtanding the Story propagated among the 
People, that the Diſciples ſtole the Body, yet 
in all the Perſecutions raiſed againſt them upon 
ſeveral Pretences, as of Hereſy, Sedition, &c. 
they never were charged with any Fraud in the 
Re ſurrection. He obſerved too that the Chri- 
ſtan Faith being grounded on the Truth of 
the Reſurrection, as the Baſis and Foundation 
of the whole, „The thing for which they 
ce ſuffered was the Truth of the Reſurrection”. 
So then, ſays this ſmart Writer, the chief 
Prieſts never ſo much as charged the Apoſtles with 
any Fraud in the Reſurrection, but they put them 
to Death becauſe they believed 1t *, 

I wiſh this Writer loved trifling leſs, or 
that I liked it better, for at preſent tis too 
hard Work to follow him. But I ſubmit, 
and defire him to ſay, whether every Man 
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that does not believe the Story of the ſtealing 
the Body by the Diſciples, muſt neceſſarily 
believe the Reſurrection; if not, then ſurely 
the chief Prieſts might, conſiſtently with their 
Notions, perſecute the Apoſtles for preaching 
the Reſurrection, though they did not charge 
them with ſtealing the Body, or any Fraud 
in contriving the Reſurrection. 

The Evidence of the Spirit in the Signs 
and Wonders wrought by the Diſciples in 
Confirmation of the Truth of their Doctrine, 
was inſiſted on in the Trya/, and I refer the 
Reader to it, fince the Confderer has made 
no Reply to it. He ſays, n this Age we 
have almoſt loft it, except amongſt the Diſci- 
ples of the inſpired Mr. Whitfield, who has 
blown up a new Light of it =—— and has 
ventilated it by his Bellows*, What can be 
done with this profane Buffoonry! I am ſor- 
ry to ſee it; and if the Author is not quite 
obdurate, I wiſh he may come to ſuch a 
Temper of Mind, as to be forry for it too, 

When the Apoſtles were brought before 
the chief Prieſts and the Council of the 'Feros, 
and preached to them the Refurrefion, Ga- 
maliel, one of the Council, faid, 1F ths be 
the Work of Men, it will come to Nought; 
but if it be of God, ye cannot overthroy 
it b. From this Paſſage the Author of 


* Firſt Edit. p. 84. Third Edit. p. 69. bd Acts v. 
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the Tryal argued, that Gamaliel could not 
poſſibly have ſaid this, or the Council heard 
it with Patience, if they had believed the Re- 
ſurrection a Cheat, and that the Diſciples 
had ſtole the Body. The Argument was 
too ſtrong for the Confiderer, and therefore 
he queſtions the Truth of Gamaliel's utter- 
ing theſe Words*; and for Fear that ſhould 
not be ſufficient, he ſays, Gamaliel might be 
be ſo much a Philoſopher, as well as a Scho- 
lar, to diſſuade them from rigid Perſecution. 
How his Philoſophical Notion of Perſecution 
comes in here is hard to ſay ; one would 
think he was dreaming of Perſecution and 
talking in his Sleep. The Queſtion is, How 
Gamaliel could make the Suppoſition, that 
the Reſurrection might be the Work of God, 
.3f he knew it to be the Fraud and Cheat of 
Men? What has his Notion of Perſecution 
to do here? Beſides, if Gamaliel knew the 
Apoſtles to be Cheats, would his Philoſophy 
about Perſecution incline him to ſpare Cheats, 
who (if they were Cheats) were guilty of 
Forgery and Perjury and every other Crime, 
neceſſary to carry on ſuch a Fraud? 

The Caſe of Agrippa, and the Argument 
from it in the Tryal is much of the ſame 
Kind. The Confiderer ſuppoſes Agrippa to 
mean, that Paul was mad, and ſays, be had 
told Paul before, he was a Madman d. Agrippa 
never did tell Paul ſo. The Confiderer, I 


e Firſt Edit. p 86. Third Edit. p. 71. A Ibid. 
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ſuppoſe, miſtook Agrippa for Feſtus. It was 
natural for the Roman Soldier, who knew 
nothing of the TFew:/h Prophets, when he 
heard Paul appealing to them, to ſay, much 
Learning had made him mad*; but to put 
theſe Words into Agrippa's Mouth, who 
was bred up in a Regard to the Prophets, 
is quite out of Character, as well as falſe in 
Fact. 
IV. 
We have now gone through the Conſide- 
rer's Exceptions to the Evidence of the Re- 
ſurrection, and to the Defence of that Evi- 
dence in the Tryal of the Witneſſes; but the 
Buſineſs is not yet over. The Confiderer has 
one Argument {till in Reſerve, which, were 
there any thing in it, would ſtrike at the 
Credit of Revelation in general, He had gi- 
ven his Opinion of Miracles incidentally in 
ſeveral Parts of his Book, but at the Conclu- 
ſion he endeavours to ſupport it at large. He 
thinks, «„ That Miracles of any Kind are 
« impoſſible and exclude all Evidence; that 
«« they are an Abſurdity to common Senſe 
« and Underſtanding; that they are in- 
« conſiſtent with the Reaſon of Man and 
« Nature of Things; that they contradict 
« all that Mankind calls Truth and Reaſon ; 
« that they are contrary to the Experience 
« and Reaſon of all Mankind, and utterly 
“ 1mpoſlible.f” 
* Acts xxvi. 24. f Firſt Edit. p. 64. 89, 90, 91. 
Third Edit. p. 52. 74. 75. 
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I ſhall diſcuſs this Point with him, and 
ſee what Reaſon he has thus to dogmatiſe 
in Oppoſition to the general Opinion of all 
Mankind in all Ages of the World. 

For the Poflibility of the Reſurrection, 
I muſt do the Reader the Juſtice once more 
to refer him to the Tryal of the Witneſſes 
where he will find this Point ſtated and ex- 
plained in ſuch a Manner that no Man, 
that is leſs a Sceptic than the Conſiderer, can 
have any Doubt about it. The Conſiderer 
has made a Shew of anſwering this Part of 
the Tryal, without ſtating the Author's Ar- 
gument, without ſeeming to underſtand one 
Word of the Scope of it, and without citing 
one Sentence fairly. So far as that Author 
is concerned, it is ſufficient to ſay in his own 
Words, what is the real Truth, at he has 
faid nothing upon this Occaſion, than what 
any Man who never ſuw Ice, might ſay againſt 
an hundred honeſt Il, imeſſes, Who * that 
Water turns to Ice in cold Climates b. 

For the Reaſon and Poilibility of Miracles 
in general, I ſhall now beg Leave to talk 
with him. He is very frank in declaring his 
Opinion with regard to this Point, and I have 
laid it before the Reader in his own Words. 
Nothing can well be ſtronger than the Lan- 
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guage in which he has expreſſed it. He ſeems 
plainly to declare, that Miracles are not only 
impoſſible in a moral, but in a phyſical Senſe ; 
that they are not only inconſiſtent with the 
moral Attributes, but impoſſible even to the 
Power of God. 

But be this as it will, I ſhall take the Ar- 
guments, as he himſelf has ſtated them, and 
examine them by the Rules of common 
Language and common Senſe, He has in- 
deed ſo involved himſelf in Words, that when 
he has a Meaning, it is not eaſy to come at 
it. Reaſon, right Reaſon, Truth, and the 
Nature of Things, are Words of great Weight 
in the Apprehenſions of moſt Men. Let us 
ſee what Place they hold in the Conſiderer's 
Eſtimation, What Conceptions any Man 
frames to himſelf of the Courſe of Nature 
from his own Experience and Obſervation, 
are not Prejudices and Imaginations ; but 
what Senſe and Reaſen are concerned about. 
This is the very Foundation of that Right 
Reaſon, which can never contradict the Truth 
of Things*, In the firſt Edition it ſtands 
thus, This is the very Foundation of right 
Reaſon; and Reaſon, formed from hence, can 
never contradict the Truth of Things b. 

If every Man's Notion of the Courſe of Na- 
ture is the very Foundation &c. of right 
Reaſon; then right Reaſon varies as much 
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as People's Notions of the Courſe of Nature. 
It is then right Reaſon that ſays the Sun 
goes round the Globe, for this the Vulgar 
reckon to be the Courſe of Nature. It is 
right Reaſon alſo, to ſay the Sun is fixed, 
and the Planets move round him; for this 
appears from the Experience and Obſervation 
of Aſtronomers to be the Courſe of Nature, 
But how abſurd is it to make right Reaſon 
depend upon the Notions, which Men enter- 
tain of the Courſe of Nature; when it is the 
very Office and Buſineſs of Reaſon to rectify 
the Errors, which Men perpetually fall into 
in the Judgments they make in this Caſe. 
Experience and Obſervation ſhew, that a Cane 
half in the Water, and half out, is crooked ; 
but Reaſon, upon the Principle of true Sci- 
ence, informs us otherwiſe, Here then Ex- 
perience and Obſervation are on one Side, 
and Reaſon on the other: And the ſame 
Concluſion holds true in a thouſand Inſtances, 
and every Inſtance indeed where Men make 
a wrong Judgment of what they fee. And 
the Fault in this Caſe does not lye in the Ex- 
tence and Obſervation, but in the reaſon- 
ing upon them. Thus Men do not err in their 
Obſervation, when they ſay that Water ne- 
ver grows ſolid in hot Climates; but they 
err in reaſoning upon this Obſervation, and 
concluding that the Caſe can never be other- 
wiſe. That Men dye, and come not to Life 
again here, is a true Obſervation: But 2 | 
cnN1s 
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this Obſervation prove that it can never be 
otherwiſe ? We ſee by Obſervation the Effects 
of the Courſe of Nature, but this Courſe of 
Nature depends on Cauſes removed ofit of 
our Sight, Obſervation ſhews how theſe 
Cauſes operate generally, but cannot ſhew 
that they are immutable, and muſt operate 
invariably in every Inſtance, 

But let ſee us ſee how he reaſons the Point of 
Miracles. Take the Propoſition as it ſtands, firſt 
Edit. p. go. and third Edit. p. 74. with the Rea- 
ſon annexed. Things aſſerted which are con- 
trary to the Experience and Reaſon of all Man- 
kind, and what they know of the Law and 
uſual Courſe of Nature (i. e. Miracles) are to 
the common Senſe and Underſtanding of Man 
utterly impoſſible, We muſt rectify the Pro- 
poſition, before we come to the Reaſon, In 
the firſt Part, which is intended as a Deſcrip- 
tion of Miracles, the Conſiderer aſſumes too 
much; a Miracle is indeed contrary to com- 
mon Experience, and the uſual Courſe of 
Nature, but why contrary to Reaſon ? If by 
Reaſon he means right Reaſon or Truth, 
it is ſuppoſing the very Thing in Queſtion: 
If he means the Faculty of Reaſon, it will 
come to the ſame Thing, ſuppoſing that Fa- 
culty to be rightly uſed, otherwiſe it is no- 
thing to the Purpoſe. 

With the Confiderer's Leave then, I ſhall 
expunge the Word Reaſon (which will not 
injure the Argument) and the Propoſition 
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will ſtand thus; Things aſſerted, which are 
contrary to the Experience of all Mankind, 
and to what they know of the Laws and 
uſual Courſe of Nature (1, e. Miracles) are, 
to the common Senſe and Underſtanding of 
Men, utterly impoſſible. Now comes the Rea- 
ſon; becauſe ſuch Aſfſertions contradif all 
Mens Notions of ſuch Laws, that are known 
by Experience, That is to ſay, Things con- 
trary to Experience are impoſſible, becauſe 
they are contrary to Experience; or things 
contrary to what Men know of the Laws of 
Nature, are impoſſible, becauſe they are con- 
trary to what Men know of the Laws of Na- 
ture. This is what the Cozſiderer calls giving 
a Reaſon. 
But I cannot yet part with the Propoſition. 
Miracles, it ſeems, are to the common Senſe 
and Underſtanding of Men impoſſible. How 
are we to underſtand this Expreſſion ? does 
he mean impoſſible to the Reaſon of Men, 
or impoſſible to the Conceptions of Men? 
Impoſſible to the Reaſon of Man they are not, 
becauſe the Reaſon of Man tells him, there is 
2 Being, who originally gave Laws to Mat- 
ter and regulates the Courſe of Nature; and 
conſequently who can, if he pleaſes, alter or 
ſuſpend thoſe Laws, and change the Courſe 
of Nature. If he means that Miracles are 
impoſhble to the Conceptions of Men, it is 
granted; that is, it is granted that Men do 
not conceive how they are wrought ; they do 
EY not 
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not conceive how, or in what manner, a dead 
Body is raiſed to Life, nor how, or in what 
manner, a Word only ſhould give a blind Man 
Sight, In this Senſe the Confiderer's Propo- 
fition may be true, but then it is nothing to 
his Purpoſe. Miracles are inconceivable : 
Yes, and ſo are many things that happen 
every Day, which we do not reckon miracu- 
lous. It is inconceivable how Matter acts on 
Matter, either in Gravitation, Attraction, 
Magnetiſm, or in any other well known O- 
peration; but we do not therefore give the 
Lye to our Senſes, and ſay it does not act, 
becauſe we cannot conceive how it acts. 
So that if the Conſiderer means that Miracles 
are impoſſible to the Reaſon of Men, it is 
evidently falſe ; if he means that they are im- 
poſſible to the Conceptions of Men, it may 
be true, but is quite beſide his Purpoſe. 

But let us fee how this Point is argued in 
the next Page. Perhaps we ſhall meet with 
a better Reaſon there, To believe it poſſible, 
(i. e. for a dead Body to riſe again) contra- 
dicis this Maxim, That Nature is ſteddy 
« and uniform in her Operations.” Nature, 
or the Laws of Nature, would doubtleſs, 
when not controuled by the Author of Na- 
ture, operate ſteddily and uniformly, A Lyon 
would produce a Lyon, an Acorn an Oak : 
Matter would continue to gravitate, human 
Beings to dye, and dead Bodies to mix with 
the Earth, and not come to Lite again, What 
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does the Maxim prove then? Only that a dead 
Body cannot come to Life again in the na- 
tural Way. No body diſputes this with the 
Confiderer, The Queſtion is, Whether it 
may not be done in a ſupernatural Way; 
whether the great Author of Nature, when- 
ever he thinks it convenient, cannot ſuperſede 
or ſuſpend the general Laws of Nature. Will 
the Confiderer deny this? If he believes a 
God and a Providence, as he profeſſes to do, 
he cannot. Well; but it contradicts the a- 
foreſaid Maxim, becauſe, one Miracle or Ac- 
tion done contrary to her (i. e. Nature's) Laws, 
contradicts all her regular Springs and Move- 
ments, and all that Mankind calls Truth and 
Reaſon. How does ſuch an Action contra- 
dict all Nature's uniform Movements? Does 
it imply that her Movements are not uni- 
form, when uncontrouled ? Nothing like it. 
Does it imply that they are not uniform in 
that particular Inſtance? that is, that her 
Movements in that Inſtance are contrary to 
the general Courſe of Nature? Moſt certainly 
it does, for it is of the Eſſence of a Miracle 
to be contrary to the general Courſe of Na- 
ture. What then? This proves nothing ; it 
is only giving the Thing in Diſpute as a Rea- 
fon againſt itſelf, But let us hear the other 
Part of the Reaſon, A Miracle contradicts all 
that Mankind calls Truth and Reaſon, How 
does this appear? Why you muſt take the 
Confidercr's Word for it. But does he not 
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know that it is the very Thing in Queſtion ? 
The Enquiry is, Whether Miracles are con- 
trary to Reaſon. The Confiderer undertakes 
to prove that they are; and how does he 
prove it? Why thus; „Miracles are con- 
« trary to Reaſon, becauſe they contradict 
« this Maxim, that Nature is ſteddy and uni- 
te form in her Operations.” And how do 
they contradict this Maxim? Why, becauſe 
* they contradict what Mankind calls Truth 
te and Reaſon.” Is not this ſaying that Mi- 
racles are contrary to Reaſon, becauſe they 
are contrary to Reaſon ? 

A Miracle, the Conſiderer ſays, contradicts 
all that Mankind calls Truth and Reaſon. 
Let us try it in a particular Inſtance. We 
read in the Goſpel, that our Saviour walked 
upon the Water. What Truth or what Rea- 
ſon does this contradict ? It is a well known 
Truth that all Bodies gravitate, and it is an- 
other that human Bodies will ſink in Fluids. 
Does it contradict either or both theſe Truths? 
ſurely not. All Bodies continue to gravitate, 
and human Bodies to fink in Fluids, as they 
did before; and Chriſt's own Body followed 
the ſame Law of Gravitation, that particular 
Caſe only excepted. All that this Fact ſup- 
poſes 1s, that there is a Power in Nature that 
can ſuſpend the Laws of Gravity, or change 
Fluids into Solids. If this is contradicting 
Truth, let the Confiderer ſhew it. 
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It is an unwelcome and an unprofitable 
Taſk, to deal with an Author who gives 
Words only, for Arguments, By the Speci- 
men I have given of this Author's Reaſoning 
upon the natural Poſſibility of Miracles, the 
Reader, I believe, will find this to be the 
Caſe here. He goes on to ſhew, that they are 
impoſſible in a moral View, that, ſuppoſing 
God to have Power over his own Works, or 
as he expreſſes ite, that he can do Things con- 
trary to Nature, there is no Reaſon that he 
ever did or will doit. It is, he thinks, con- 
trary to the Perfection of his Nature, to his 
Unchangeableneſs, his Wiſdom, his Juſtice, 
and his Goodneſs, Let us ſee how he proves 
it. 

Thoſe, ſays he*, who found Religion on ex- 
traordinary Pretenfions, ſay, that Nature, 
which is the Offspring of God, is degenerate 
and deficient, It is not eaſy to deal with an 
Author, who uſes Terms ſo equivocally, that 
one can come at his Meaning only by Guels. 
It is difficult to ſay, what we are to under- 
ſtand by Nature, If by Nature the Conſi- 
derer means, what he ſeems moſt com- 
monly to underſtand by it, the Conſtitu- 
tion of the material World, the Propoſiti- 
on is evidently falſe : Extraordinary Preten- 
ſions do not imply that Nature, in this 
Senſe, is deficient, nor indeed do they imply 


© Page 76. Third Edir. Page 92. Firſt Edit. 
any 


( 153) 
any thing with regard to Nature; for what 
Connection is there between the extraordi- 
nary Pretenſions of the Chriftian Religion, and 
the Perfection of the material World? When 
our Lord, for Inſtance, by a Word cauſed the 
Fig-tree to wither, did it ſuppoſe any Defi- 
ciency in the Conſtitution of Vegetables? No 
more than if the Tree had been felled by an 
Axe, Whatever the Conſtitution of Vegeta- 
bles, or whatever the Conſtitution of the ma- 
terial World be, ſuch Actions declare nothing 
either as to their Perfection or Imperfection; 
they only declare that the God of Nature has 
Authority over his own Workmanſhip. 

But perhaps by Nature the Conjiderer 
means human Nature, or the moral Nature 
of Man, Let us try the Propoſition in this 
Senſe. Thoſe who found Religion on extra- 
ordinary Pretenſious, ſay, that human Na- 
ture, which is the Offspring of God, 1s 
deficient. Man is ſubject to Error and Cor- 
ruption ; and, in this Senſe, human Nature 
may well be ſaid to be deficient, whether 
God interpoſes or not, Whether Religion be 
founded on extraordinary Pretenſions or not, 
human Nature is ſtill deficient ; if this be an 
Objection under revealed Religion, it is an 
Objection under natural Religion too, 
When a Youth is taught to read and to write; 
when he is inſtructed in Religion and the 
Sciences; does it not imply, that human Na- 
ture 
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ture wants Help, and is in itſelf deficient? 
And what does it imply more, when God 
vouchſafes to help and aſſiſt it? It is very 
improper, it is falſe to ſay, the Offspring of 
God, or the Work of God is deficient; but 
it is not improper to ſay, that Man is imper- 
fect or deficient. The Truth is, the Senſe of 
the Word deficient is different in one Caſe 
from what it is in the other. God's Works 
are ſaid to be perfect in this particular View, 
that they are adapted to the End for which 
they were deſigned; and yet Man, or any o- 
ther created Being, is imperfect or deficient, 
when compared with a greater Being, and e- 
ſpecially when compared with the greateſt of 
all Beings. 

The Conſiderer has another Argument, 
which bears a near Reſemblance to this, and is 
as follows: The whole Production of God's 
Wiſdom, Goodneſs, and Power muſt be a per- 
feet Work; therefore cannot be better, 1f 
God be a perfect Being, his Works are perfect, 
and cannot be mended *, The Conſiderer 
talks ſometimes of Providence; I ſhould be 
glad to know, what is his Notion of Provi- 
dence. He ſeems to ſuppoſe, that God 
formed the Univerſe, as a vaſt Machine, 
with the ſeveral Orders of Beings in it, 
and then, like the Epicurean Deities, left 
it to ſhift for itſelf, without concerning him- 
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ſelf at all about it. If there be ſuch a thing 
as Providence, which the Conſiderer him- 
ſelf confeſſes, if God ever interpoſes in his 
own Creation, it muſt be to mend ſome- 
thing, though not to mend his own original 
Work, It is not proper to ſay, that God's 
Work is mended by Revelation, as the Conſi- 
derer ſuppoſes, in any other Senſe than it is 
mended by a good School-maſter, or an able 
Profeſſor of the Sciences, Revelation indeed 
mends or improves Men, that is, it furniſhes 
them with greater and better Lights than 
mere Reaſon could; but it alters not the Na- 
ture and Conſtitution of Men, it affects not 
the original Workmanſhip of God, 

But farther: The material World is (like 
all Machines of human Contrivance) govern- 
ed by neceſſary Laws, and the Conſtitution of 
it cannot be altered by any Power within it- 
ſelf, But it is not ſo in the moral World, 
Man was originally endued with Properties 
of a different kind from thoſe of Matter. He 
has a Power over his own Actions, a Power 
of improving or depraving his moral Nature, 
One Man makes the proper Improvement of 
the Powers which Nature gave him, another 
abuſes them. One Nation, or one Age makes 
high Advances in Knowledge and Virtue, an- 
other is ſunk in Ignorance and Corruption, 
If ſuch Enormities are the natural Conſe- 
quences of the original Conſtitution of Man, 
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what Reaſon is there to exclude Providence 
from regulating and correcting them? If tho 
Syſtem of Man is to be confidered under the 
Notion of one great Machine, it muſt be con- 
fidered as a Machine that has a Power with- 
in itſelf of putting itſelf out of Order; and, 
if it ſhould be out of Order, as from the Na- 
ture of its ſeveral Springs and Wheels it may 
well be ſuppoſed to be, where is the Impro- 
priety of the great Artificer interpofing and 
correcting it? If Man has a Power of chuſ- 
ing Good or Evil, he may chuſe the latter; 
if he has Faculties for diſcovering Truth, he 
may notwithſtanding neglect it, he may o- 
verlook or miſtake it: It is eaſy to ſee what 
Room here is for Error and Corruption. So 
that, however perfect the original Work was, 
it may in time, from the Nature of the thing, 
want mending. | 
Natural Powers, the Confiderer ſays, are 
fit to anſwer all the Ends of Religion, there- 
fore ſupernatural Powers are needleſs*, What 
he means by anſwering the Ends of Reli- 
gion, he tells you in what follows; tf teach 
the moſt excellent Morals, with à reaſonable 
Belief of one God and Providence. I ſhall 
not diſpute with the Conſiderer, how far ſome 
Men may advance upon the Strength of mere 
Reaſon : Some have no doubt gone great 
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Lengths ; but Man, the Confiderer knows, is 
not infallible. He may embrace Error under 
the Notion of Truth, and teach it as ſuch; 
and the Corruption may ſpread and become 
general, What is to be done in this Caſe? 
The Con/iderer ſeems to think that a Man of 
honeſtly and Underſtanding would be well able 
to cure his Diſorder, without /upernaturat 
Endowments. I am not of his Opinion; in- 
veterate Error is not to be expelled ſo eaſily; 
human Reaſon and human Authroity, eſpe- 
cially when it comes to be general, do not 
ſeem to be a Match for it. If we may Reaſon 
from Fact, there is nothing more ſure than 
this. There were no doubt ſome Men of Ho- 
neſty and Underſtanding in the heathen World; 
but what Progreſs did they make in reforming 
it? how far did they advance in removing that 
univerſal Corruption with which it was over- 
ran? Take a View of Paganiſm from the 
Time of Socrates to the Time of Chriſt, the 
moſt enlightened Period of Antiquity, and ſee 
what Progreſs Truth had made. What were 
the public Inſtitutions of Religion, but the 
worſt and groſſeſt Superſtition and Impiety? 
So much of Truth as had been diſcovered was 
confined to the Few; and if happily they might 
chance to keep it, it was not likely to get any 
farther, Every National Religion was looked 
on as the Dictates of the Gods, and forbid to 
be alter'd by Man; ſo that Truth was as it 
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were prohibited by Law, How then was it 
to be recovered, with the civil Power and the 
Prejudices and Paſſions of Mankind againſt it? 
Let the Conſiderer ſhew, if he can, that a 
Man of Honeſtly and Underſtanding without 
any ſupernatural Powers would be equal to this 
Work. 

But the Conſiderer thinks a Power of work- 
ing Miracles 1s contrary to the Unchangeable- 

115 of God; for the ſame Cauſes, he ſays, muſt 
always produce the ſame Effects. His Reaſon, 
if he intended it as a Reaſon, is a very un- 
lucky one. I cannot ſee the moſt diſtant Re- 
lation between the Premiſes and the Conclu— 
ſion. The ſame Cauſes produce the ſame E 
feet. Right! but in Miracles a new Cauſe is 
introduced; and if his Argument proves any 
Thing, it proves that natural Cauſes will not 
produce Miracles; but do we afcribe Mi- 
racles to natural Cauſes? He goes on; But 
Miracles are urged to prove a Change in the 
Will of God; that is, impoſſible Things are urged 
to prove an Impaſſibility. According to the 
Conſiderer, it ſeems, it is a Principle agreed 
on by both Believers and Unbelievers, that 
Miracles are uſed to prove a Change in the 
Will of God. It you grant him this, and ad- 
mit too that Miracles are impoſſible, he will 
draw this notable Concluſion, that Impeſſibili- 
ties are urged to prove an Impoſſibility. 
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But ſuppoſe neither of them is granted, 
what will become of his Concluſion ? The 
nevi, has already ſeen his Reaſons, if they 

may be called Reaſons, for thinking Mira- 
cles to be impoſſible, But what Pretence 
has he to ſay, that Miracles are urged to 
prove a Change in the Will of God? where 
or when were they ever urged to this Pur- 
poſe ? or how indeed do they prove it? The 
Confiderer is entirely ſilent as to all theſe 
Points, and yet he goes on reaſoning upon the 
r of Miracles proving a Change, 

nay, of their being allowed to prove a Change 
in the Will of God. 

The Conſiderer has puzzled himſelf un- 
accountably with the Immutability of God, 
than which there is not one Attribute in the 
divine Nature more clear and preciſe. It is his 
Being and Perfections that are immutable, 
and not his Actions, unleſs you will ſuppoſe 
Men, and all other Beings immutable too. 
His Actions are always the ſame, when Cir- 
cumſtances are the ſame ; but what Senſe is 
there in ſuppoling that immutable Wiſdom 
muſt act in all Caſes, how different ſoever, in the 
ſame Way? The Counſels of Providence are 
directed by unerring Wiſdom; but the ſame 
Wiſdom preſcribes different Meaſures upon 
different Occaſions, Miracles of themſelves 
can be no Proof that God's Counſels are 
mutable, either with reſpect to the natural or 
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the moral World; not with reſpect to the na- 
tural, becauſe ſuſpending ſome one Law of 
Matter to ſerve ſome moral Purpoſe, is no 
Proof that the Counſel of God is changed 
with regard to the general Laws and Conſti- 
tation of Matter, not in the moral, becauſe 
Miracles may, for any Thing that appears to 
the contrary, be uſeful to anſwer fome moral 
End, and to ſerve the great Purpoſes of Pro- 
vidence, in ſome Caſes and not in others. 

This the Conſiderer is not willing to allow; 
for if Miracles were ever neceſſary, they muſt 
in his Judgment be always neceſſary. 
The Conſiderer has ſo g a Talent at 
Reaſoning, that I cannot refuſe him and the 
Reader the Juſtice of producing his Argument, 
as he himſelf has ſtated it. 1f Miracles were 
ever neceſſary, whether the divine and human 
Nature, or the Nature of things be CHANGE=- 

ABLE OR UNCHANGEABLE, Muſt be always 
neceſſary. For if God ever wrought Miracles 10 
be the Proof of the Knowledge of his Will, be will 
always pur ſue the ſame Methods, Ir HE IS AN 
UNCHANGEABLE BEING. “ That is to ſay, 
The Propoſition is true, whether God be 
© changeable or not, for a Reaſon which ex- 
6 preſsly ſuppoſes him to be unchangeable.“ 
The Confiderer has generally the Fortune to 
have his Poſitions and his Reaſons hang very ill 
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together. But let us examine the latter Part 
of the Argument by itſelf, and ſee what there 
is in it. God is an unchangeable Being: 
«© Therefore, if he ever wrought Miracles as 
ce a Proof of his Will, he will always purſue 
© the ſame Method.” It is allowed that God 
is an unchangeable Being, It follows from 
thence that his Conduct will always be the 
ſame, in the ſame State of Things; if he 
works Miracles in one Caſe, he will do it again 
whenever the ſame Cafe, with all its Circum- 
ſtances, returns, But if he does it when the 
State of Mankind requires it, it does not fol- 
low that he will do it, when the State of 
Mankind does not require it. Let the Conſi- 
derer ſhew that it cannot be expedient for 
Mankind at one time, and not at an other. 
Till he can prove this, he proves nothing, 
Let us try his Reaſoning in a common 
Caſe. Should the Subjects of ſome great Prince 
riſe in Arms againſt him, and ſhould he quiet 
them by offering a general Pardon without pu- 
niſhing their Crime; will it follow that he 
ought to purſue the ſame Method in every Re- 
bellion ? And will it follow that his Counſels 
are mutable, if he does not? The Confiderer 
himſelf will not have the Folly to aſſert it. Le- 
nity may be neceſſary at one time, and Severi 
at another ; and each of theſe Meaſures, tho' 
not only different but oppoſite, may be the Ef- 
tect of the fame Wiſdom and Prudence. 

Y But 
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But if God has wrought Wonders in one Ge. 
neration and not another, it ſeems, he muſt be a 
partial Being © The Confiderer does not know 
what he is about when he charges God with 
Partiality. According to his little View of 
Things, Providence may be accuſed as partial 
in many other Inſtances, and with more Ap- 
ce of Reaſon than in this. Why does 

e not complain that one Man has greater na- 
tural Endowments than another, that he is ſu- 
rior in Wealth, in Dignity, in Power, or 
whatever elſe is eſteemed great and illuſtrious ? 
Tf that is to be looked on as Partiality, which 
the Confiderer judges to be ſuch, I leave him to 
reflect where his Opinion will terminate. He 
ſays, That Miracles are equally neceflary to 
« all People, and therefore it God grants them 
* to one Generation and not another he is a 
« partial Being.” If bold Aſſertions were to be 
admitted as Proofs, there is nothing which the 
Confiderer is not capable of proving. Let him 
prove (inſtead of aſſerting) that Miracles are 
equally neceſſary in all Ages, and then it will 
be time to talk with him. Here is a Maxim 
which the Confaderer himſelf allows to be a juſt 
one, that Providence does nothing in vain, If 
then a Series of Wonders are wrought in one 
Age, why may not the Memory of them be 
duly preſerved for the Benefit of ſucceeding 
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Ages? And if they are fo preſerved, would not 
repeating them in ſucceeding Ages be unneceſ- 
ſary? When Error and Corruption have been 
once conquered, and the true Religion eſta- 

bliſhed by the Help of Miracles; why are not 

- ſuch Miracles when recorded by proper Hands 

_ ſufficient to ſupport and preſerve it? The Con- 
derer calls upon us to thew, What laſting 
Monuments wwe have of them, by which they may 
be clearly evidenced, and may appear true againſt 
all Centradiction d. He needs not go to the Place 
in which they were wrought, where only he 
thinks ſuch Monuments are to be found „. 
They are much nearer home, than he is will- 
ing to believe; they are already in his own 
Hands, if he knew how to uſe them, and ſet 
a juſt Value on them. The Goſpels are the 
Monuments, wherein thoſe Miracles are re- 
corded, and he mult prove them to be all a 
Forgery, before he can with Reaſon complain 
for want of authentic Monuments ; which he 

will find it no eaſy Matter to do, againſt the 
Teſtimony of all Antiquity, of the Enemies of 
Chriſtianity, as well as its Friends. 

I have now gone through the material 
Things, and to my own Sorrow, many imma- 
terial Things in the Conjiderer's Book. When the 
Book firſt appeared, it ſeemed to require no 
Anſwer ; and to thoſe who can judge of the 
Weight of Arguments, it required none, But 
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when it came into the Hands of thoſe who 
were not able to ſee how they were impoſed on, 
the Caſe was altered. For their Sakes this An- 
ſwer was prepared, and is now publiſhed. One 
Thing at leaſt they may learn from theſe Pa- 
pers, not to truſt a Man, who abuſes Religion 
out of Love to Truth. It is not Scripture he 
attacks, whatever he pretends; but Scripture 
diſtorted and perverted. Look over the pre- 
tended Anſwer to the Tryal; where is there 
an Argument of any Weight, that 1s built up- 
on a true Repreſentation of Scripture ? I will 
not fay that all his Miſtakes of this Kind are 
wilfal; many of them, I am afriad, are ſo. 
But I judge him not, 
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